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PREFACE 


By His reforming activities Raja Rammohun Roy made 
many enemies among the orthodox Hindus as well as orthodox 
Christians. Some of his orthodox countrymen, not satis¬ 
fied with meeting his arguments with arguments, went to the 
length of spreading calumnies against him regarding his cha¬ 
racter and integrity. These calumnies found their way 
into the works of some of his Indian biographers. Miss 
S. D. Collet has, however, very ably defended the character of 
the Raja against these calumnies in her work, “The Life and 
Letters of Raja Rammohun Roy.” But recently documents 
in the archives of the Governments of Bengal and India as well 
as of the Calcutta High Court were laid under contribution 
to support some of these calumnies. These activities reached 
their climax when on the eve of the centenary celebration of the 
death of Raja Rammohun Roy on the 27th September, 1933, 
short extracts were published from the Bill of Complaint of a 
suit brought against him in the Supreme Court by his nephew 
Govindaprasad Roy to prove his alleged iniquities. These 
efforts to revive and rehabilitate the calumnies drew our attention 
to these documents. Even before our attention was drawn to 
the publication of these notes in the monthly journals, one of 
us (Dr. Majumdar) had been carrying on original researches in 
connexion with the life and works of the Raja at the request of 
the late lamented Mr. Kshitindranath Tagore, the Secretary 
and Acharya of the Adi Brahmo Samaj, Calcutta. We got an 
opportunity to inspect and examine for ourselves the records of 
the High Court, which opened our eyes to the utter baselessness 
of the above allegations. This led us next to examine the 


records of the Governments of India and Bengal* The 
encouragement and enthusiasm of the late lamented Mr. 
Krishna Kumar Mitra, the President of the Sadharan Brahmo 
Samaj, Calcutta, have also been great incentives in our work. 

This volume owes its publication to the munificence of 
Kumar Narendra Nath Law, Ph.D., F.R.A.S.B., a learned 
patron of learning, who has borne the entire cost of its printing, 
as well as to the co-operation of Mr. Ramananda Chatterjee, 
M.A., the editor of the Modem Review, who helped us to over¬ 
come many of our difficulties. We are also indebted to the 
liberality of the late Sir jagadish Chandra Bose, the Maharaja of 
Pithapuram, Sir Prafulla Chandra Ray, the authorities of the 
Sadharan Brahmo Samaj, Calcutta, Lady Abala Bose, Mr. 
Tapan Mohun Chatterjee, Bar-at-Law, Mr. Sudhangsu Mohun 
Bose, M.A., Bar-at-Law, Member of the Public Service Com¬ 
mission, Bengal, Prof. Amiya Kumar Sen, M.A. of the 
Calcutta University, Mr. Sarashi Mohun Roy, Solicitor, Mrs. 
Hemlata Tagore, Mr. J. De. I.C.S., Dr. D. Mi. Bose, Lt. 
Col. M. Das, I.M.S., and others. 

The volume has been divided into three parts. The first 
part contains records relating to the private affairs of Rammohun 
Roy and his father and brothers. The second part contains 
records of cases brought against the Raja in the Supreme Court 
and the Sudder Dewany Adalut. The third part contains re¬ 
cords of proceedings against the Raja’s eldest son. The records 
embodied in the second and third parts are really annals of the 
Raja’s long persecution, and these bring into dear relief the 
greatness and patriotism of the man, who, in the midst of these 
attacks to bring down ruin and disgrace on him, never lost 
sight of his self-imposed mission of uplifting his countrymen. 

Ihe records have been arranged chronologically, and 
though containing a large number of copyists’ mistakes, which 
have been retained in most places as they were, would not pre¬ 
vent the intelligent reader from getting at their meaning 
or purport. The dates appended at the end of the two Supreme 
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Court cases would help the reader to understand their day-to- 
day development. 

Ihe records of the Revenue and Judicial departments that 
have been printed in this volume belong to the Government of 
Bengal. 

Most of the records printed in this volume have been 
brought to the notice of the public for the first time, and all of 
them have been collected independently. 

The documents contain a bewildering variety of spelling of 
proper names and Indian technical terms. The Glossary and 
Index of proper names may be consulted for the standard forms. 

The preparation of this volume has been made possible 
through the kind help and generosity of various people, for 
which we take this opportunity to tender them our grateful 
thanks. In the first place, our debt of gratitude to Sir Manmatha 
Nath Mukherjee, Kt., the Ex-Chief Justice of the Calcutta High 
Court, is very great indeed. He did Dr. Majumdar the unpre¬ 
cedented favour of giving him permission to take copies of the 
records of the two Supreme Court cases free of all costs. We 
are also indebted to the Hon’ble Sir Harold Derbyshire, Kt. s 
the present Chief Justice of the Calcutta High Court, for per- 
nfiission granted to Dr. Majumdar to take photographs of the 
documents reproduced in the plates attached to Appendix I, 
and to the Registrar of the Appellate Side of the same Court for 
allowing Dr. Majumdar to inspect and take copies of the Persian 
judgments inserted in Appendix II. The Registrar of the Original 
Side and the Keepers of records of both sides of 
the Calcutta High Court have rendered us valuable 
assistant. Our thanks are also due to the Government 
of Bengal and the Collector of Burdwan for permitting us 
to search and take copies of their records, as well as to the 
Keepers of those records for all the help rendered to us in the 
prosecution of our work. In this connexion we have to acknow¬ 
ledge our special indebtedness to Mr. Lalita Prasad Dutt, late 
Keeper of Records of the Government of Bengal, and his staff 
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who helped us in our work with unfailing courtesy. We are 
also indebted to Maulavi Shamsuddin Ahmed of the Indian 
Museum for the English translation of the judgment of the 
Sadar Dewany Adalat, and to Shams-ul-Ulama Dr. Hidayat 
Hussain Khan Bahadur, of the Royal Asiatic Society of Bengal 
for kindly correcting the proofs of the Persian records inserted 
in Appendix II. 


Calcutta, 
September, 1938 


R. C. 

J. K. M. 
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INTRODUCTORY MEMOIR 
By Ramaprasad Chanda 

The death of Raja Rammohun Roy on the 27th September, 
1833, at Bristol, was followed by the publication of biographical 
notices by his English friends of which Dr. Lant Carpen¬ 
ter's sketch is the most informative. An “Autobiographical 
letter" of doubtful authenticity appeared in the Atheneum ol 
October 5, 1833. A longer memoir was contributed to the 

Calcutta Review of 1845 by Mr. Kissory Chand Mitra. Miss 
Mary Carpenter published a detailed account of the last phase 
of the life of Raja Rammohun Roy (1831-1833) in her 
The last days in England of the Raja Rammohun Roy first 
published in 1866. Nagendra Nath Chatterji, a missionary of 
the Sadharan Brahma Samaj, published a biography of the 
Rajah with an account of his writings in the Bengali language 
in 1882. Miss Sophia Dobson Collet undertook to compile a 
complete biography in English after critically examining all the 
available sources of information afresh, but died on the 27th 
March, 1894, leaving her work unfinished. Before her death 
she had sent this message to Mr. Harold Collet: “I am dying. 
I can not finish my ‘Life of Rammohun Roy.' But when I 
enter the Unseen, I want to be able to tell Rammohun that his 
life will be finished. Will you finish it for me?” Her Life and 
Letters of Raja Rammohun Roy was completed and published 
privately in 1900. These and other biographical works deal 
mainly with the public life of Raja Rammohun Roy as a reli¬ 
gious, social and educational reformer and a publicist. The 
documents published in this volume mainly relate to his private 
life from December, 1796, and furnish interesting details about 
the litigations, both civil and criminal, that were instituted 
against him and his son Radhaprasad Roy and greatly 
harrassed him during the busiest years of his public life. 
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Ramkanta Roy 


Ramkanta Roy, father of Rammohun Roy, was the fifth 
of the seven sons of Brajavinod Roy of Radhanagar, a village 
then in the Burdwan, and now in the Hugli, district in Bengal. 
Brajavinod Roy evidently held a responsible office under the 
Subahdar (Viceroy) of Bengal, for, in a letter addressed to Ram¬ 
mohun Roy in 1828 King Akbar of Delhi refers to the good 
services rendered by his (Rammohun’s) grandfather to his late 
Majesty at the time of his residence in the Eastern Provinces. 1 
Emperor Shah Alam came to the Eastern Provinces as heir- 
apparent in 1759, and continued there even after his succes¬ 
sion to the imperial throne till 9th April, 1771. After the 
death of Brajavinod Roy, Ramkanta and his brothers did not 
live together as a joint Hindu family, but were divided in food, 
estate and interest (p. 141). Deeds were drawn up and execu¬ 
ted by Ramkanta Roy and his brothers when this division and 
partition of estate took place (p. 142). Ramkanta was married 
to three wives, the eldest of whom was named Subhadra Devi, 
the second Tarini Devi, and the third Rammani Devi. He had 
two sons, Jagamohun and Rammohun, and a daughter, by his 
second wife Tarini Devi, and a son, Ramlochan, by his third 
wife Rammani Devi (p. 63). There is considerable difference of 
opinion about the date of Rammohun Roy’s birth. In the 
inscription on his tomb carved in 1872 his birth is put down in 
1774. Our earliest authority for this date is Mr. John Digby's 
introduction to Rammohun Roy’s English translation of the 
Cena Upanishad and the Abridgment of Vedant reprinted in 
London in 1817 wherein it is said that the age of the author at 
that time was “about forty-three years,’’ 2 which indicates 1774 
as the date of his birth. Dr. Lant Carpenter in his biographi¬ 
cal sketch, first publishd in 1833, says, Rammohun Roy “was 
bom most probably about 1774.’” On the strength of more 

1 Political Consultations, 26th March, 1830, no. 97. 

2 Miss S, D. Collet, Life and Letters of Raja Rammohun Roy, edited by Hem 
Chandra Sarkar, Calcutta, p. 15. 
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definite informations Miss S. D. Collet puts down the date of 
Rammohun Roy s birth on May 22, 1772." This earlier date 
suits the early activities of Rammohun Roy’s life better than the 
later one. So his birth synchronised with the decision of the 
East India Company to stand forth as Dewan and undertake 
the administration of Bengal and Behar directly. 

Documents published in this volume furnish no informa¬ 
tion about the career of his father, Ramkanta Roy, till the year 
1)91 when Rammohun was in his twentieth year. A reference 
in a letter of a later date (no. 10) shows that Ramkanta Roy 
was sued by the Maharaja of Burdwan ten years earlier (1780- 
1781), But as the papers relating to the suit could not be traced 
in the Collectorate of Burdwan (no. 11) we do not know what 
it was about. Before 1791 Ramkanta Roy held in farm par- 
gana (estate) Gopbhum or Goalabhum in the Burdwan district 
on an annual rent of Rs. 51,931-11-9-2 from government. 
From April 1791 (1198 Bengali era) he took in farm another 
government estate, pargana Bhursut, in the same district for a 
term of nine years on an annual rent of Rs. 1,01,389 as one of 
the “four of the most responsible men in the district*’ (nos. 2-5). 
His eldest son Jagamohun Roy stood as his security. Jaga- 
mohun Roy was evidently associated with his father in the busi¬ 
ness of farming estates, and by 1791 had achieved an independ¬ 
ent position in recognition of which he was accepted as a security 
of his father. In 1792 Ramkanta Roy removed with his family 
from his ancestral house at Radhanagar to a new house which 
he built in a neighbouring village, Langurpara or Nangurpara. 

1 he house included a few brick built structures and was sur¬ 
rounded by a brick wall (no. 82). In July, 1796, he 
purchased in public auction at the Board of Revenue office a 
mahal or taluk called Harirampur in pargana Chitua paying 
a net revenue of Rs. 25,883. 14. 12 for Rs. 9970 in the name 
of his son Jagamohun Roy. 


3 Miss Collet, op. tit., p. i note. 
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Towards the end of 1796 Ramkanta Roy took a step that 
greatly Influenced the career of his second son, Rammohun. 
He divided the bulk of his immoveable property among his 
three sons by a deed of partition executed on the 1st December, 
1796 (19th Agrahayana, 1203}!. He assigned the house at 
Langurpara jointly to Jagamohun and Rammohun, and his 
share of the ancestral house at Radhanagar to his youngest son, 
Ramlochan. Among other properties he allotted the entire 
taluk Harirampur to Jagamohun, and a “house with a pond 
bounded by four boundaries purchased of Ramcrishna Set and 
others at Jorasanco in Mauza Calcutta” to Rammohun. In the 
concluding paragraph of the deed of partition Ramkanta Roy 
states, “A small part of my self acquired property and the 
Burdwan lodging House remain my own exclusive of the 
shares of Ishwar which devolved from my father remains yours 
three Persons in equal shares. All the Idols and Worship 
connected with the Worship which 1 have established myself, 
remain mine, you have no concern therewith” (pp.7l-75). 

The deed of partition was duly registered by the Kazi of 
ICrishnanagar (p. 235) and given effect to. Ramlochan Roy with 
his mother Rammani Devi went to live in the house at Radha¬ 
nagar allotted to him six months after the partition (p. 142). 
Ramkanta Roy went to Burdwan and resumed his duties as a 
farmer of revenue. Besides Gopbhum and Bhursut farmed of 
government he probably held in farm three parganas within the 
Zemindary of the Raja of Burdwan. Maharaj Tejchand was 
then the owner of the bulk of the Zemindary of the Burdwan 
Raj. But some of the parganas included in that Zemindary 
were owned by his mother, Maharani Vishnukumaji. Probably 
three parganas owned by her were held in farm by 
Ramkanta Roy. The Collector of Burdwan speaks of him 
(no. 15) as possessing “the uncontrolled management” of the 
Rani’s affairs, and elsewhere he is called the Mofyhtar, agent, of 
the Rani’s estate (p. 32). 

Fappa or pargana Barda was offered for sale for the 



balance of the revenue of 1203 B.S. (1796-1797) in May, 1797. 
As the purchasers could not pay the whole of the 
purchase money, a private purchase was made by them 
(Ramnidhi Ghose, Svarupchand Roy, Ramchandra Sen) of 
the three following mahals,—Rasikpur, Purangang, Purulia. 
Jagamohun Roy, now separated from his father, pur¬ 
chased these three mahals from these three persons 
for Rs, 36,000 by registered deeds of sale (no. 13). But 
it was then "‘well known,’" we are told by the Collector of Burd- 
wan, that the three mahals had been purchased by Maharani 
Vishnukumari in the name of those three persons, and that their 
transfer to Jagamohun Roy by deeds of sale was arranged by 
his father Ramkanta Roy who then possessed the management 
of the Rani’s affairs (no, 15). 

In the year following the purchase of these three taluks 
happened an event that turned the tide of the fortune of Ram¬ 
kanta Roy and Jagamohun Roy and led to their ruin. Maha¬ 
rani Vishnukumari of Burdwan died in 1205 B.S. (from about 
the middle of April, 1798, to the middle of March, 1799). 
Tappa or pargana Barda in which huda or taluk Purulia was in¬ 
cluded was offered for sale for the arrear of revenue of 1205 B.S. 
Jagamohun Roy submitted petitions praying that the three 
taluks purchased by him should be separated from the pargana 
and treated as independent revenue-paying taluks, and that 
Purulia should not be sold for the arrears of Barda (nos. 15, 17- 
19). In his letter of the 12th July, 1799, the Collector of 
Burdwan refers to a darkhasia or petition from Maharaja Tej- 
chand of Burdwan requesting that no private transfer of any 
land made by Ramchandra Sen be separated, because all lands 
purchased in the name of that person are benami purchases or 
purchases made in his name for another party, and were really 
the property of his mother, late Maharani Vishnukumari, and 
as her heir he himself was entitled to their possession (no. 19). 
Maharaja Tejchand dispossessed Jagamohun Roy of taraf 
Rasikpur. The latter filed a suit in the Burdwan Dewani Adalat 
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(civil court) for recovering possession of that mahal against him 
and his agent Syamsundar Roy (no. 20). On the 13th of 
July, 1799, Maharaja Tejchand as plaintiff filed a title suit 
for the possession of Rasikpur, Purangang and Purulia against 
Jagamohun Roy, Ramkanta Roy and Ramnidhi Ghose in the 
Zillah court of Burdwan. The Zillah judge disbelieved the evi¬ 
dence produced by Jagamohun Roy that he had purchased the 
taluks from Maharani Vishnukumari and gave judgment in 
favour of the plaintiff with costs payable by Jagamohun and 
Ramkanta Roy. They appealed to the Provincial Court of 
Calcutta against the decision of the Zillah judge. The Provin¬ 
cial Court reversed the decision of the Zillah Court and allowed 
Jagamohun Roy to retain possession of the lands. Maharaja 
Tejchand appealed to the Sadar Dewani Adalat against the 
decision of the Provincial Court. The judges of the Sadar Dewani 
Adalat delivered judgment on the 16th September, 1803, four 
months after the death of Ramkanta Roy, when Jagamohun Roy 
was in confinement in the Dewani (civil) jail of Midnapur (no. 
50). They concurred with the Zillah judge, reversing the deci¬ 
sion of the Provincial Court, and ordered the payment of costs 
in each of the courts by Jagamohun Roy. 

The title suit for recovering possession of Rasikpur, Puran¬ 
gang and Purulia was not the first law-suit brought by Maharaja 
Tejchand of Burdwan against Ramkanta Roy and Jagamohun 
Roy. The Collector of Burdwan writes in his letter of the 14th 
November, 1799, of Ramkanta Roy, “having with him (his 
son Jagamohun Roy) absconded to avoid the operation of some 
decrees passed against him in the Adawlut” (no. 21). These 
decrees were evidently obtained in the Dewany Adalat of 
Hugli (nos. 41 and 46). In another letter (no. 24) it is stated 
that the Raja of Burdwan has a large demand against Ram¬ 
kanta Roy for which he knows he would be detained. Again, 
in a letter of the 30th May, 1803 (no. 47), the .Collector 
states that he has learnt from Ramlochan Roy, the youngest son 
of Ramkanta Roy, that the latter owes Rs. 80,000 to the Raja of 



Burdwan. Evidently the heavy debt (Rs. 80,000) referred to 
is the “large demand” mentioned in the other letter (no. 24), 
and originated in the decrees referred to in the letter of the 14th 
November, 1799. As the execution of the decrees was appre¬ 
hended only in the latter half of November, 1799, it may be 
presumed that the money suits were instituted by Maharaja 
Tejchand after the death of his mother, and probably Maharani 
Vishnukumari herself was the original creditor of Ramkanta 
Roy, and, had she been living, she would not have sued him 
for the dues. Our only sources of information, statements of 
the Collector of Burdwan based on hearsay, do not enable us 
to unravel the details of the transactions between Ramkanta Roy 
and Maharaja Tejchand. 

The fear of the execution of the decrees obtained by the 
Raja of Burdwan paralysed the normal activities, collection of 
rent from the tenants of the taluks and farms, of Ramkanta Roy 
and Jagamohun Roy. Bengali year 1206 ending in March 1800 
was the last year of Ramkanta Roy’s lease of Bhursut. During the 
previous eight years he had paid the revenue regularly. When 
he absconded after the pronouncement of the decrees against 
him in the civil court, the Collector of Burdwan apprehended 
arrears (no. 21). At the end of B.S. 1206 a balance of Rs. 
2851-6 fell due from Ramkanta Roy. Jagamohun Roy failed 
to pay the revenue of Harlrampur for B.S. 1207 (April 1800 to 
March 1801), and a balance of Rs. 9600-8-1 was due from him 
in the beginning of the following year (no. 28). Ramkanta Roy 
was put in confinement for the arrears of Bhursut in the begin¬ 
ning of May, 1800 (no. 23), and remained in jail till the end of 
September, 1801, when his dues amounting in principal and 
interest to Rs. 3338-2-5 were recovered partly by a sale of the 
lands of his security, Jagamohun Roy, and partly by receipts 
from himself. Jagamohun Roy also was confined in the 
Dewani jail of Burdwan in June, 1801, at first as the security of 
his father. When the latter was released on payment of 
his dues on the 1st October, 1801, Jagamohun Roy was detain- 


ed for the arrears of Harirampur (nos. 36 and 46) and later on 
transferred to the Midnapur Dewani jail (nos. 38 and 40) where 
he remained in confinement for a further period of over three 
years till February, 1805. 

After his release from the Dewani jail of Burdwan early 
in October, 1801, Ramkanta Roy had little peace. In the 
absence of Jagamohun Roy confined at Midnapur he had to 
conduct the case relating to the ownership of Rasikpur and two 
other taluks brought on by Maharaja 1 ejchand. In a petition 
for release from jail submitted in March, 1803, jagamohun Roy 
says of Ramkanta Roy, he “is very much in debt to the Raja 
of Burdwan, who obtained decrees against him in the Dewanny 
Adawlut of Hooghly, kept him some time in confinement there, 
then got him transferred to the Dewani Jail of Burdwan and has 
since been able to recover little or nothing from him owing to 
poverty ’ (no. 46). The Collector of Midnapur requested the 
Collector of Burdwan to make inquiries about the affairs of 
Ramkanta Roy. In his letter of the 30th March, 1803 (no. 47), 
the Collector of Burdwan writes in reply that he could not meet 
Ramkanta Roy who was not at Burdwan; but his youngest son, 
Ramlochan Roy, made this statement: 

“He stated that his father has been able to pay the Rajah 
of Burdwan only 500 Rs. since his release from confinement a 
year and a half ago; that he still owes him 80,000 Rs. payable 
by instalments in the course of 1 1 years; that the only chance 
he has of being able to pay this amount, consists in his obtaining 
a profit from a farm of a lac of rupees per annum which he 
holds from the Rajah; that the dependence of the whole family 
is on this farm” (no. 47). 

On the contrary, in his explanation attached to the Report 
on Jagamohun Roy dated the 14th January, 1803, the Collector 
of Midnapur writes of Ramkanta Roy, he “is said to be worth 
near two lacs of Rupees” (no. 42). This statement represents 
the general opinion of the day. Ramkanta Roy died in May, 
1803, a little over a month after his youngest son Ramlochan 
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made the statement quoted above to the Collector of Burdwan. 
The only assets left by him were, (1) the house at Burdwan 
worth about seven or eight thousand rupees. The Raja of 
Burdwan took possession of it for arrears due to him (pp. 1 59 
and 178). (2) Lakheraj (non-revenue-paying) and Brahmottar 

lands reserved for himself at the time of partition and left by him 
for the service of a certain idol and applied to that purpose by his 
widow larini Devi. (3) Money decrees in the Zillah Courts 
of Burdwan and Hugli for two thousand five hundred to three 
thousand rupees partially recovered by Jagamohun Roy after 
his release from confinement in the Midnapur jail (pp. 159 and 
178). 

Such small assets against a heavy debt owed to the Raja 
of Burdwan indicate the total ruin of Ramkanta Roy. Ram- 
lochan Roy in his statement quoted above puts down Ramkanta 
Roy s liability to the Raja of Burdwan at Rs. 80,000, for which 
he executed a kistibandi (fixture of instalments) bond under¬ 
taking to pay the whole amount in course of 11 years. To 
enable the debtor to pay up his debt in this long period the cre¬ 
ditor granted him a farm at the annual rent of one lac of rupees 
forgetful of his past default. 

Twenty years after the death of Ramkanta Roy, on the 
■ 6th July, 1823, Maharaja T ejchand of Burdwan filed in the 
Provincial Court of Calcutta three suits based on three kistibandi 
bonds executed by him on the 1st of Ashar, 1206 B.S. (13th 
June, 1799) for Rs. 12,624, Rs. 28,403-13-12 and Rs. 7501 
respectively for arrears due from three different parganas held 
in farm, and payable on the 15th of Asvin, 1207 B.S. (29th 
September 1800) against Rammohun Roy and Govindaprasad 
Roy (son of Jagamohun Roy). The statements made in these 
suits tell a different tale from the statement of Ramlochan Roy 
made in March, 1803, quoted above. In these suits the total 
amount of principal money owed by Ramkanta Roy to Maha¬ 
raja Tejchand was stated to be Rs. 48,528 and not Rs. 80,000 
as stated by Ramlochan Roy, and payment by instal- 


ments spreads over fourteen and half months instead of eleven 
years (pp. 305-1 1). The ruin of Ramkanta Roy is as inexpli¬ 
cable to us as it was to his contemporaries. 

Early Life of Rammohun Roy 
A.D. 1772-1796 

The documents published in this volume tell us nothing 
about the early life of Rammohun Roy from his birth till his 
twenty-fifth year except the following significant statement 
made by Nandakumar Vidyalankar in his deposition before the 
Supreme Court:— 

“Saith that he hath known the defendant Rammohun Roy 
from the time that the said defendant attained the age of four¬ 
teen years and hath ever since been on the most intimate terms 
with him” (p. 174). 

On the date of his examination as an witness on behalf 
of the defendant (Rammohun Roy), 24th April, 1819, Nanda¬ 
kumar Vidyalankar was ‘‘aged fifty-six years or thereabouts,” 
that is to say, he was born about 1763 A.D., and was senior to 
Rammohun Roy by at least nine years. Nandakumar Vidya¬ 
lankar was with Rammohun Roy either in Calcutta or at Burd- 
wan when, on the 7th Paush, 1206 B.S. (20th December, 1799), 
the latter transferred two taluks, Ramesvarpur and Govindapur, 
to Rajiblochun Roy by a deed of sale written in Persian (plate I), 
and when Rajiblochun Roy executed a deed of agreement 
addressed to Gurudas Mukherji in the Bengali language stating 
that he purchased the above-named two taluks benami on behalf 
of Gurudas Mukherji. Nandakumar Vidyalankar signs his name 
as an attesting witness on this agreement (p. 525, plate II) as 
Nandakumar Sarma. He was also at Rangpur with Rammohun 
Roy when, on the 14th January, 1812, Gurudas Mukherji re¬ 
transferred the said taluks, Ramesvarpur and Govindapur, to 
Rammohun Roy by a deed of sale written in Persian (plate III), 
for Nandakumar Sarma also signs this document as an attest- 
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ing witness. In the first-named document Nandakumar men¬ 
tions Raghunathpur as his place of residence. This is evidently 
the village of the same name in the neighbourhood of Radha- 
nagar where Rammohun Roy was born and brought up. In 
the Vaisakh (April-May) issue of the Tattwabodhini Patrice of 
the saka year 1767 (A.D. 1845) appeared a short biography of 
Pandit Ramchandra Vidyavagish, a follower of Raja Ram¬ 
mohun Roy, and the first minister of the Brahmo Samaj. Herein 
it is said that Ramchandra Vidyavagish, son of Lakshmikanta 
larkavagish, was one of the younger brothers of Nandakumar 
Vidyalankar, and was born at Palpara on the 29th Magh in the 
saka year 1707 (9th February, 1786). So Palpara or Pallapara, 
where Ramchandra Vidyavagish was born, was the ancestral 
home of Nandakumar Vidyalankar. In 1799 he was evidently 
living at Raghunathpur; but in 1814 he was living with Ram¬ 
mohun Roy at Rangpur, and has named his paternal home at 
Palpara as the place of his permanent residence. It may be 
asked, why was Nandakumar Vidyalankar living at Raghunath¬ 
pur instead of at Palpara in 1799? In the biographical sketch of 
Ramchandra Vidyavagish referred to above it Is stated of Nanda¬ 
kumar Vidyalankar, He renounced the life of a householder and 
entered the order of the sannyasis or ascetics and became well- 
known as Hariharananda Tirthasvami Kula-Avadhuta.” 
Avadhuta is an ascetic who follows the teachings of the Tantras. 
Kula is' the name of a particular achara, form of Tantric 
worship, also known as Vamachara, left-hand form, virachara, 
heroic form, as distinguished from the dafyshinachara, 
right-hand form, pasVachara, beastly form. The \ula 
form of worship includes offering of fish, meat and wine 
to the deity, and even enjoins sexual intercourse as part 
of the worship. I he close association of Rammohun Roy with 
this strange ascetic from the age of fourteen must be recognised 
as one of the determining factors of his religious life. 

fhe most authentic connected account of the adolescence 
of Rammohun Roy is found in the Biographical Sketch compiled 


by Dr. Lant Carpenter based on “communications received 
from the family with whom the Raja resided in London and 
from the Raja personally” and first published in 1833 in his 
Review of the labours, opinions and character of Rajah Ram- 
tnohun Roy. Dr. Carpenter writes : — 

“Under his father’s roof he received the elements of native 
education, and also acquired the Persian language. He was 
afterwards sent to Patna to learn Arabic; and lastly to Benares 
to obtain a knowledge of Sanscrit, the sacred language of the 
Hindoos. His masters at Patna set him to study Arabic tran¬ 
slations of some of the writings of Aristotle and Euclid; it is 
probable that the training thus given strengthened his mind in 
acuteness and close reasoning; while the knowledge which he 
acquired of the Mahommedan religion from Mussulmen whom 
he esteemed, contributed to cause that searching examination 
of the faith in which he was educated, which led him eventually 
to the important efforts he made to restore it to its early 
simplicity. 

“His family was Brahminical, of high respectability; and, 
of course, he was a Brahmin by birth. After his death the 
thread of his caste was seen round him, passing over his left 
shoulder and under his right. His father trained him in the 
doctrines of his sect; but he very early observed the diversities 
of opinion existing even among the idolators; and that while 
some exalted Brahma, the Creator, others gave the ascendancy 
to Vishnu, the Preserver; and others again to Siva, the Destro¬ 
yer. It is scarcely possible, too, but that his mind must have 
been struck by the simplicity of the Mahommedan faith and 
worship; and at any rate it early revolted from the frivolous 
or disgusting rites and ceremonies of Hindoo idolatry. Without 
disputing the authority of his father, he often sought from him 
information as to the reasons of his faith. He obtained no 
satisfaction; and he at last determined, at the early age of 
fifteen, to leave the paternal home, and to sojourn for a time 
in Thibet, that he might see another form of religious faith. 
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He spent two or three years in that country, and often excited 
the anger of the worshippers of the Lama by his rejection of 
their doctrine that this pretended deity—a living man—was the 
creator and preserver of the world. In these circumstances he 
experienced the soothing kindness of the female part of the 
family; and his gentle, feeling heart dwelt, with deep interest 
at the distance of more than forty years, on the recollection of 
that period; these, he said, had made him always feel respect 
and gratitude towards the female sex, and they doubtless con¬ 
tributed to that unvarying and refined courtesy which marked 
his intercourse with them in this country. 

When he returned to Hindostan, he was met by a depu¬ 
tation from his father, and received by him with great consi¬ 
deration. He appears, from that time, to have devoted him¬ 
self to the study of Sanscrit and other languages, and of the 
ancient books of the Hindoos. He had frequent discussions 
with his father : through awe of him, however, he never avowed 
the scepticism which he entertained as to the present forms of 
their religion; but from some indirect reproaches he received, 
he imagined that he had fallen under his father’s suspicions.” 4 

1 ersiari was then the court language, and as a grandson of 
Brajavinod Roy and a son of Ramkanta Roy, Rammohun was 
first required to learn his mother tongue and Persian. But it is 
doubtful whether his father would have required him to learn 
Arabic and Sanskrit unless his own inclination and perhaps 
the influence of Nandakumar VidyaJankar had not led him 
to do so. In his heterodox religious views and his leaving 
home for a journey to Tibet we may recognize the influence 
of the same, ascetic. Rammohun Roy’s Unitarian friend and 
disciple, Mr. William Adam, writes of him in 1826, “He seems 
to have been religiously disposed from his early youth; having 
proposed to seclude himself as a Satmyasi (ascetic), or devotee, 

/]. Miss Mary Carpenter, 7 he Last days in England of the Rajah Rammohun 
Roy, Calcutta, 1915, pp. 2-5. 
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at the age of fourteen, from which he was only dissuaded by 
the entreaties of his mother.” 5 Evidently Rammohun’s pro¬ 
posal to turn an ascetic synchronised with the beginning of his 
intimacy with Nandakumar. Though his mother succeeded in 
dissuading him from turning a Sannyasi in his fourteenth year, 
she failed to dissuade him from leaving his paternal home in the 
following year for a journey to Tibet. Those who take Tibet 
as synonymous with Lhassa may consider this journey an 
impossible feat for a boy of fifteen. But Mount Kailas (22000 
feet) to the north of Lake Manasorawar, is in Tibet, and is a 
favourite place of pilgrimage with the Hindus. Young Ram- 
mohun must have entered Tibet with a band of pilgrims, and, 
instead of returning with them, stayed there for two or three 
years. It is evidently referring to his visit to Tibet Rammohun 
Roy writes in the opening sentence of the Arabic preface to his 
Persian pamphlet, Tufatul Mutvahhidin (1803 or 1804), ”1 
travelled in the remotest parts of the world, and in plains as 
well in hilly lands.” On his return to India in 1788 or 1789 
he was welcomed by his father. He must have visited Patna 
and Benares on his way to Tibet via Hardwar and Badrinath. 
After his return home he again proceeded to Patna to study 
Arabic and to Benares to study Sanskrit, particularly the Upa- 
nishads and the Vedanta. Rammohun Roy was back again 
to Langurpara to be present when his father executed the deed 
of partition of his immovable property among his three sons 
on the 1st December, 1796, and to put his signature to it. 
Ramkanta Roy allotted a fair share of his immovable property, 
and afterwards never required him to share his losses and 
troubles. But from statements made by Rammohun Roy’s 
European friends it appears that his religious views, particularly 
his hostility to idol worship, annoyed his father. Mr. W. J. 
Fox says in A Discourse on the occasion of the death of Rajah 
Rammohun Roy (London, 1833): 


5 Miss Collet, op. cU. y pp. 7-8. 
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“So strongly were his feelings wrought upon by the alie¬ 
nation which then commenced, that through life, under the 
pressure of dejection or disease, the frowning features of his 
father would rise unbidden on his imagination.’’ 1 ' 

Mr. William Adam in his Memorandum of 1879 gives a 
different account of the impression that the religious discussions 
between father and son left on the mind of the latter. Mr. 
Adam writes : — 

“It is not often that we get an insight into Hindu family 
life, but his (Ramkanta Roy’s) son gave me a slight glance at 
least in referring to the amicable differences that arose between 
himself and his father on this subject. I inferred from what Ram- 
mohun Roy said that he always left it to his father, as the 
head and most venerable member of the family to open the 
question which he thought fit to moot, and when he had 
finished his immediate argument, he was generally willing to 
listen to his son with patience, which sometimps, however, 
forsook him. The son’s response after the necessary prelimi¬ 
nary admissions, usually began with the adversative particle 
‘But’ (kintu). ‘But notwithstanding all this, the orthodox con¬ 
clusion you aim at does not follow.’ The father complained 
of this, and on one occasion, at least, burst out in the tone of 
remonstrance, as of an injured party. ‘Whatever argument I 
adduce you have always your Kintu, your counter-statement, 
your counter-argument, your counter-conclusion to oppose to 
me.’ The son recounted this to me with half a smile on his lips 
and a touch of humour in his voice, but without any expression 
of disrespect to his father,” 7 

Perhaps the original communications of Rammohun Roy 
on which the statements of Messrs. Fox and Adam are based 
related to different periods of his early life. He must have had 
discussions with his father, not only before his departure for 
1 ibet, but after his return from Tibet, and also after his return 

6. Miss Collet, op. cit p. 5. 7. Miss Collet, op , cit., p. 6. 
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from Patna and Benares till his final separation in 1797. 
In his answer to the Bill of Complaint filed by the Maharaja of 
Burdwan on the 16th June, 1823, Rammohun Roy stated that 
he had during the life-time of his father separated from him 
and the rest of the family in consequence of his altered habits 
of life and change of opinions” (p. 306). In his altered habits 
Rammohun Roy probably refers to his reluctance to participate 
in the worship of images actively before his formal abandon¬ 
ment of idolatry. 


Rammohun Roy in Business and Service 

About nine months after partition, in September, 1797 
(p. 142), Rammohun Roy left Langurpara and went to reside 
in Calcutta, leaving his two wives in charge of his mother Tarini 
Cevi. In Calcutta Rammohun Roy engaged in money 
lending business and appointed one Goloknarayan Sarkar 
as his clerk. Goloknarayan was produced as a witness on his 
behalf before the Supreme Court and was examined on 
the 11th May, 1819. He deposed that about twenty-one oi 
twenty-two years ago, when he was serving Rammohun 
Roy as a sarkar or clerk, the latter lent to the Honourable 
Andrew Ramsay of the Honourable East India Company’s Civil 
Service Rs. 7,500 and sent the amount to the office of the 
attorney with him (no. 115). Twenty-two years before May, 
1819, carry us back to May, 1797, and twenty-one years to 
May, 1798. So it seems that Rammohun Roy may have been 
carrying on money-lending business in Calcutta even before 
he received a share of his father’s immovable property in 
December, 1796. He must have acquired the capital that en¬ 
abled him to do so before the partition. But our documents 
throw no light on his earlier activities. Ramkanta Roy states in 
his deed of gift and partition, "I have not given any cash to 
either of you three.” He allotted to Rammohun the house in 
Calcutta probably because it was already in his (Rammohun’s) 
occupation as his place of business. 




Two years and half after partition Rammohun purchased 
two taluks, Govindapur and Ramesvarpur, in the Burdwan 
district, that formed the basis of his future prosperity. These 
two taluks were sold by auction for arrears of revenue of 1205 
B. S. (1788-*! 799) (no. 14). Govindapur was purchased by 
Gangadhar Ghose for Rs. 3100 and Ramesvarpur by Ramtanu 
Roy for Rs. 1250. The sale took place early in April. Ram¬ 
mohun Roy purchased these two taluks for the same prices 
from the original purchasers on the 30th Ashar, 1206 B.S. 
(12th July, 1799). Like all taluks and parganas in the 
Burdwan and Midnapur districts, the Government revenue of 
these two taluks was highly assessed leaving a small margin of 
profit for the owner. The annual revenue payable to Govern¬ 
ment for Govindapur was Rs. 9789-5-1 and for Ramesvarpur 
Rs. 10,965-1-17. Therefore in revenue sales taluks and 
parganas in these districts fetched low prices. 

A few months after purchasing these taluks Rammohun 
Roy decided to proceed to Patna, Benares, and other provinces 
far away from Calcutta. For the proper management of the 
taluks in his absence he nominally ( benarni) transferred them 
to Rajiblochun Roy, an influential zemindar of Burdwan whom 
he calls a “confidential friend/’ by a deed of sale written in the 
Persian language (plate I) on the 7th Paush, 1206 B. S. (20th 
December, 1799). On the same date Rammohun Roy also 
caused Rajiblochun Roy to sign an agreement ( ih^rarnamah) that 
he had purchased the taluks benami , in his own name, really 
on behalf of Gurudas Mukherji. v The object of this agree¬ 
ment, according to Rammohun Roy’s Answer to the Bill of 
Complaint of Govindaprasad Roy, was that as he had then 
no child, he desired that his nephew Gurudas Mukherji should 
inherit the taluks in the event of his death away from home 
(p. 259). According to the statement of Rajiblochun Roy 
Rammohun Roy’s first son, Radhaprasad Roy, was, f born six 
months after the execution of the deeds referred to above 
(p. 172), that is, about July, 1800. But Rammohun Roy’s 



nephew Gurudas Mukherji states in his deposition thatRadha- 
prasad was bom in 1208 B. S. (1801-1802) (p.186). 

After nominally transferring Govindapur and Ramesvarpur 
to Rajiblochun Roy, Rammohun Roy got Rajiblochun’s name 
registered in the book of the Collector of Burdwan as the pro¬ 
prietor of the taluks. Rajiblochun Roy paid over the income 
of the taluks to Rammohun Roy “after deducting the Govern¬ 
ment rent and the expenses incurred in managing the same.” 
He managed the taluks nominally as his own property from 
1207 to 1218 B. S. In the month of Jyaistha 1218 (1811) he 
executed a deed of transfer of these taluks in favour of Gurudas 
Mukherji (p. 95) and on his application they were registered 
in the name of Gurudas in the book of the Collector of Burdwan 
(p. 171). But Rajiblochun still continued to manage them and 
pay the net income to Rammohun Roy. The latter got 
the taluks transferred to himself by Gurudas Mukherji by a 
deed of sale executed and registered at Rangpur on the 14th 
January, 1812. (plate III). Then his own name was registered in 
the book of the Collector of Burdwan as the proprietor of 
Govindapur and Ramesvarpur in 1221 B. S. (1814-15). The 
taluks were then let out in farm to Rajiblochun Roy at a net 
rent of Rs. 5,500 per annum (p.96) “exclusive of the rent to 
Government and the expences of collection,” and he was hold¬ 
ing the taluks in farm on the same terms on the date of his 
deposition before the Supreme Court (20th April, 1819). 

Rammohun Roy probably left for Patna, Benares and 
other places early in 1800 and returned to Calcutta before the 
end of the year and appointed one Gopimohun Chatterjee his 
tehvildar or cashier (no. 107). In 1801 he made the 
acquaintance of one of the best of his friends, Mr. John 
Digby of the East India Company’s Civil Service. 8 In 
the following year, 1209 B.S. (1802), he lent Rs. 5,000 to Mr. 
1 homas Woodforde of the Civil Service. Besides money- 


8. Miss Collet, op. tit., p. 15, 
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lending Rammohun Roy also employed himself in dealing 
with Company’s papers” (p. 184) or buy Company s paper in 
his own name (p. 136). He first entered into service evidently as 
fyhas-Munshi or private Persian assistant of Mr. Woodforde. 
On the 1st February, 1803, Mr Woodforde took charge of the 
Collectorship of Dacca, Jalalpore (Faridpur) (no. 44). Kishen 
Chand (Krishna Chandra), the Dewan of the Collectorate, re¬ 
signed and Mr. Woodforde appointed Rammohun Roy to 
officiate for him (no. 43). Two months after, when Mr. Wood¬ 
forde was relieved of his duties as Collector of Dacca, Jalalpore 
on the 14th May, 1803, Rammohun Roy also resigned his 
Dewanship (no. 49) and returned to Calcutta, and thence pro¬ 
ceeded to Burdwan where his father Ramkanta Roy lay seriously 
ill. He later told Mr. William Adam “with much feeling that 
he had stood by the death bed of his father, who with his ex¬ 
piring breath continued to invoke his God Ram! Ram ! 
Rammohun Roy performed the sraddha (funeral) ceremony of 
his father either at Burdwan or in Calcutta. His mother, Tarim 
Devi, performed the sraddha of her husband at Langurpara 
evidently with pomp by pawning the jewels of her grandson 
(daughter’s son) Gurudas Mukherji (p. 229). 

Mr. Thomas Woodforde was appointed Registrar of the 
Appellate Court of Murshidabad from 11th August, 1803."’ 
Rammohun Roy evidently accompanied him to Murshidabad 
as his private munshi, and his first pamphlet, Tuhfatul 
Muwahhiddin, was published there. We know nothing more 
about the year 1803, and the year 1804 is a blank one. In the 
year 1805 Rammohun Roy entered the service of Mr. John 
Digby. In May 1805 Mr. Digby was appointed Registrar of the 
office of the Magistrate of Ramgarh, then headquarters of the 
Hazaribagh District, and Rammohun Roy accompanied him to 

9. Miss Collet, op. cit ti p. 8. 

10. Dodwell and Miles, Alphabetical List of the Bengal Civil Servants , 
London, 1839. 
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Ramgarh evidently as his private munshi. He remained with 
Mr. Digby as his private munshi continually for ten years, and 
there sprang up a close friendship between these two men that 
lasted throughout their lives. Mr. Digby served at Ramgarh till 
December, 1807, when he was transferred to Jessore as Collec¬ 
tor (no. 65). At Ramgarh Rammohun Roy acted as the 
Sheristadar of the fouzdary Court for a period of three months 
when Mr. Digby officiated as the Magistrate of that district 
(no. 71). He accompanied Mr. Digby to Jessore (nos. 65 and 
72), Bhagalpur (no, 66), back to Jessore and finally to Rangpur, 
when the latter was appointed to act as the Collector of Rang¬ 
pur in June, 1809 (nos. 67-68). 

The Dewan of the Collectorate of Rangpur resigned in 
October, 1809. Mr. Digby appointed Rammohun Roy Dewan 
in his room and wrote to the Board of Revenue requesting them 
to sanction the appointment (no. 70). The Board refused 
sanction on the ground that the nominee had no experience of 
Revenue matters (no. 71). In his reply of 31st January, 1810 
(no. 72), Mr. Digby expressed sorrow at the Board’s paying “so 
little deference’’ to his recommendation and concluded:— 

‘Being thoroughly acquainted with the merits and abili¬ 
ties of Rammohun Roy, it would be very repugnant to my feel¬ 
ings, to be compelled so far to disgrace him in the eyes of the 
natives as to remove him from his present employment in which 
I have continued him as officiating in the hope that the charac¬ 
ter which will be given of him by the natives, to whom the 
Board are referred, and the knowledge of his business which 
1 have declared him to possess, will induce them to confirm him 
in the appointment of Dewan of my office for which I am confi¬ 
dent he is perfectly well qualified.” 

In their reply (no. 73) the Board not only refused to alter 
their decision, but greatly disapproved of the style of Mr. Digby’s 
letter and warned him that they would be compelled ”to take 
very serious notice of any repetition of similar disrespect towards 
them. Rammohun Roy evidently did not feel disgraced by 



his removal from the Dewanship, but remained at Rangpur 
with Mr. Digby for four years and a half longer till the latter was 
relieved of his office on the 20th July, 1814, (no. 74). He ac¬ 
cepted service with Thomas Woodforde and John Digby, evi¬ 
dently not for the emolument and official advancement, but with 
other objects in view. As we have seen above, he was 
engaged in money-lending business in Calcutta. Taluks 
Ramesvarpur and Govindapur must have been yielding him 
an annual income of about Rs. 5,500 under the able and faithful 
management of Rajiblochan Roy. His own share of his father’s 
landed property that was allotted to him probably enabled him 
to meet all the expenses at Langurpara. When he took service 
with John Digby in 1805 he did not abolish his Calcutta 
business, but left a cash-keeper (Gopimohun Chatterji) in 
charge of it. His annual savings from all these sources must 
have been considerable. He purchased the four following 
Fatni taluks in the years and at prices named in the following 
list (pp. 97-98, 263-64):— 


B. S. 1210 
(1803-04) 

B. S. 1215 
(1808-09) 

B. S. 1216 
(1809-10) 


Langurpara 
Beerlook (Birluk) 


Rs. 11,000 


Rs. 7,100 


Kissenagore 
(Krishnanagar) 

Serampore Rs. 725 

(Srirampur) 

These four taluks jointly yielded a profit of Rs. 5,000 or 
Rs. 6,000 annually (p, 98). As we have already stated, Ram- 
mohun Roy also dealt in Company’s paper. He of course 
received good salary as Khas Munshi from his admiring em¬ 
ployer, Mr. Digby. His cash-keeper at Calcutta, Gopimohun 
Chatterji, says in his deposition, “Rammohun Roy at different 
times sent sums of money from Rungpore to Calcuta” (p. 137). 
But when he decided to take service with Mr. John 
Digby leaving his business in Calcutta in charge of his cash- 
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keeper, he took risk of loss of which the emoluments of service 
could hardly have afforded adequate compensation. Therefore he 
must have had also other objects in view than mere monetary 
gain when he decided to go out of Calcutta as the private munshi 
of English Civil Servants. One such object was learning the 
English language and studying the English character. Mr. Digby 
writes in his preface to Abridgment of Vedanta already 
referred to:— 

“At the age of twenty-two (really twenty-four, i.e. in 1796) 
he commenced the study of English language, which not pursu¬ 
ing with application, he, five years afterwards (1801), when I 
became acquainted with him, could merely speak it well enough 
to be understood upon the most common topics of discourse, 
but Could not write it with any degree of correctness. He was 
afterwards employed as Dewan, or principal native officer, in 
the collection of revenues, in the district of which 1 was for five 
years .Collector, in the East India Company’s Civil Services. 
By perusing all my correspondence with diligence and atten¬ 
tion, as well as by corresponding and conversing with Euro¬ 
pean gentlemen, he acquired so correct a knowledge of the 
English language as to bo enabled to write and speak it with 
considerable accuracy. He was also in the constant habit of 
reading the English newspapers, of which the continental 
politics chiefly interested him.’’ 11 

Rammohun Roy had an insatiable desire for acquiring 
knowledge. Soon after retirement from Mr. Digby’s service he 
formed the plan of proceeding to England and entering one of 
the English Universities. In a latter addressed to Mr. Digby, then 
in England, towards the end of 1816 and published in the pre¬ 
face to the London edition of Abridgment of Vedanta he writes 

This engagement has prevented me from proceeding to 
Europe as soon as 1 could wish. But you may depend upon 
my setting off for England within a short period of time; and if 

ii. Miss Collet, of. tit,, p. 15. 


you do not return to India before October next, you will most 
probably receive a letter from me, informing you of the exact 
time of my departure for England, and of the name of the 
vessel on which I shall embark.” 12 

Lieut-Col. Fitzclarence (Lord Munster) in his account of 
Rammohun Roy in his Journal of a Route across India, through 
Egypt to England, in the year 1817 and 1818, writes, “He is 
desirous to visit England and enter one of our universities where 
1 should be most anxious to see him, and to learn his ideas of 
our country, its manners and customs.” 13 

The civil suit filed by his nephew Govindaprasad Roy in 
the Supreme Court on the 23rd June, 1817, evident¬ 
ly prevented Rammohun Roy from carrying out this plan. 
About the time when he came to settle in Calcutta in 1814 he 
purchased two houses in the town, a two-storied (upper-roomed) 
garden house at Simla for Rs. 13,000 and another two-storied 
house and ground at Chowringhee for Rs. 20,317 (p. 266). 
His garden house at Maniktala was probably built or purchased 
later. During his stay at Rangpur from 1809-14 his income 
from his six taluks, about Rs. 11,000 a year, must have been 
accumulating and enabled him to purchase and build these 
houses in Calcutta. It is possible to account for all the invest¬ 
ments he made in landed and house property without taking 
into account the salary he earned as the private munshi of 
Messrs. Woodforde and Digby. He started the great mission 
of his life in Calcutta that involved heavy pecuniary sacrifices 
for a man of his limited means with a net income of about Rs. 
11,000 to 12,000 a year. He owed this decent income to the 
judicious management of his business in Calcutta and of his 
taluks by his trust-worthy agents and his loyal and faithful 
friend Rajiblochan Roy. 

Mr. Digby made over charge of his office of Collector of 
Rangpur, as stated above, on the 20th July, 1814. Early in 

i2. Miss Collet, op. tit., p. 37. 13. Miss Mary Carpenter, op. tit., p. 57. 


January 1815, he applied for permission to proceed to England 
by the next ship for the re-establishment of his health and the 
settlement of his private affairs (nos. 76-78). The permission 
was duly received, and Mr. Digby resigned his service in accor¬ 
dance with the usage of those days and embarked for England 
(nos. 79-80). Rammohun Roy, now aged 42 years, settled in 
Calcutta to carry on the great mission of his life for which he 
had been for so long so diligently equipping himself. 

Rammohun and his Mother 

As stated above, after dividing the major portion of his 
immoveable property among his three sons in December, 1 796, 
Ramkanta Roy went to Burdwan to look after the parganas he 
held in farm. Jagamohun evidently went to Midnapur 
to manage his taluks. Tarini Devi, mother of Jagamohun and 
Rammohun, took charge of the house at Langurpara. Her 
elder co-wife, Subhadra Devi, lived with her and so did the 
wives of her two sons. From the time of partition Jagamohun (so 
long as he could) and Rammohun contributed equally to the 
fund from which the expenses of the household of Tarini Devi 
and of all religious ceremonies performed by her were met (pp. 
2j>6-_)7). The fund arose from the rents and issues of certain lands 
which were set apart for that purpose by the brothers (p. 100). 
Jagamohun Roy, who, as we have already seen, was confined 
to the Dewani jail of Burdwan in June, 1801, and later on 
transferred to the Dewani jail of Midnapur, evidently remained 
in confinement till February, 1805, and was released on pay¬ 
ment of Rs. 1,000 in cash and undertaking to pay the balance, 
Rs. 3458, by instalments at the rate of Rs. 100 a month (nos. 
56-58, 60-61). The sum of Rs. 1,000 that Jagamohun had 
to pay in cash for procuring his release was advanced to him 
by Rammohun Roy (p. 527). Jagamohun Roy lived at Langur- 
para after his release, and died seven years later about the 
month of Chaitra, Bengali san 1218 (March-April, 1812) (p. 


257), leaving as his sole heir his son Govindaprasad, then aged 
about 14 (pp. 100, 200), His half-brother Ramlochan Roy died 
two years earlier, in Paush, B.S. 1216 (Dec.-Jan., 1809-10) 
(p. 65). 

Rammohun Roy transferred his half share of the paternal 
house at Langurpara to his nephew Gurudas Mukherji in 
Agrahayana, 1221, November-December, 1814, (p. 110) as a 
compensation for the loss of the right of inheriting Govinda- 
pur and Ramesvarpur. He had a garden laid out and 
a pukka (brick) house built in a neighbouring village, Raghu- 
nathpur (p. 99), where he removed his family in Magh, 1223, 
(January-February, 1817) (p. 101). Perhaps this was the last 
straw that broke the camel’s back—drove the mother to des¬ 
peration and engage in active hostility. When Rammohun 
Roy began his crusade against idolatry, he must have stopped 
payment of his share of the cost of the idolatrous religious cere¬ 
monies performed by his mother. One of the rules of his 
Atmiya Sabha founded in 1815 required it. In the Church of 
England Missionary Register for September, 1816, it is stated 
of Rammohun Roy and his early followers: — 

“They call themselves a society, and are bound by certain 
rules, one of which is, that no man shall be admitted into their 
number except with this condition, that he renounce idol 
worship. Of these rules however, they do not seem to be very 
uniform in the observance. One of the society, though he pro¬ 
fesses to have renounced idolatry, yet keeps in his house a num¬ 
ber of gods, as well as two large pagodas ; his society granted him 
a dispensation on this head, because he possesses a certain quan¬ 
tity of land from the King of Delhi for this purpose, and if he 
were to destroy his idols, he might lose his land.”" 

The repudiation of idolatry by Rammohun Roy evidently 
provoked his nephew Govindaprasad, supported of course by 
"Farini Devi, to excommunicate him and his family. Becharam 

14. Miss Mary Carpenter, op. tit., p. 31. 


Sen who was a mohurrir in the service of Rammohun Roy from 
1215 (1808-1809) to 3rd Agrahayana, 1223, (17th November, 
1816), and was cited as a witness of Govindaprasad Roy, says 
in his deposition: 

‘ Saith that he was discharged from the said (Rammohun 
Roy’s) service on the third Agraun in the year one thousand 
two hundred and twenty three owing to this deponent having 
sided with the complainant Govindpersaud Roy in matter re¬ 
garding their cast in which they differed but that he was not 
discharged for any misconduct in service Saith that four or five 
days after he was discharged from the service of the defendant 
(Rammohun Roy) he entered the service of the complainant” 1 '’ 
(P. 103). 

Presumably difference regarding caste arose on account of 
abandonment of idolatry by Rammohun Roy, and when 
Govindaprasad Roy decided to declare his uncle an outcaste 
on this ground, Becharam Sen supported him. Govindaprasad 
Roy, then an inexperienced young man of 19 or 20 years, did 
not stop there. He filed a suit in the Supreme Court in its Equity 
Division on the 23rd June, 1817, laying claim to half the 
entire property, movable and immovable, belonging to 
Rammohun Roy as the "only son, heir and legal personal re¬ 
presentative of Juggomohun Roy.” In the Bill of Complaint or 
plaint, after referring to the deed of partition executed by Ram- 
kanta Roy on the 1st December, 1796, Govindaprasad Roy 

15. In the original deposition (p. 103) it is said that Becharam Sen served as 
Mohurrir of Rammohun Roy from 1215 “to the third of Agraun in the year one 
thousand two hundred and twenty three”; but one line below the date of Becharam 
Sen s discharge is given as “third of Agraun in the year one diousand two 
hundred and twenty four. The first date, 3rd Agrahayana, 1223, appears to be 
the correct date of Becharam Sen’s discharge, and the order of events appears as 
follows, 3rd Agrahayana, 1223. (November, 1817), Becharam Sen’s discharge on 
account of siding with Govindaprasad Roy; Magh, 1223 (January-February, 1817), 
Rammohun Roys removal to Raghunathpur house; 23rd June, 1817, suit filed by 
Govindaprasad Roy in the Supreme Court 


States that when Jagamohun Roy, Rammohun Roy and Ram- 
lochan Roy took possession of the shares allotted to each of 
them in the instrument of partition, Ramlochan Roy separated 
himself from the family and went and lived apart and divided. 
But Ramkanta Roy and Jagamohun and Rammohun, 
immediately and shortly after the partition re-united and 
lived together as an Hindoo family, and became again 
and were joint and undivided in food property and in all 
other respects until the death of Ramkanta Roy sometime 
in Jyaistha (May-June), 1803. Jagamohun Roy and Ram¬ 
mohun Roy continued joint and undivided in food, property and 
in all other respects after the death of their father until the 
death of Jagamohun Roy in Chaitra (March-April) 1812 (p. 64). 
After his father’s death Govindaprasad Roy also continued 
to live with Rammohun Roy as an undividfed Hindu 
family at the family house at Langurpara until the 16th 
Magh, 1223, 27th January, 1817 (p. 68) when Rammohun Roy 
removed to his newly built house at Raghunathpur. Govinda¬ 
prasad Roy then discovered that Rammohun Roy was seeking 
to injure and defraud him and to deprive him of his share of 
the joint estate. He therefore prayed to court that he might 
be declared entitled to one full half share of the joint estate; 
Commissioners might be appointed to execute a partition of the 
immovable property; and the defendant (Rammohun Roy) 
might be ordered to come to an account with him relating to the 
joint movable property. 

this suit instituted by Govindaprasad Roy against his 
uncle was a very serious and a very expensive affair. A 
young man of 19 or 20, and of limited means, just emerging 
from minority, can hardly be expected to undertake the 
risk of such litigation at his own initiative. Whence came 
the suggestion and the, promise of support? Rommohun Roy’s 
answer to this question may be gathered from one (eleventh) 
of the cross interrogatories intended to be put to his mother 
I arini Devi who was cited as a witness by Govindaprasad Roy 




and filed at the court on the 6th September, 1819. We learn 
from these interrogatories that Tarini Devi had serious disputes 
and differences with Rammohun Roy on account of his religious 
opinions. She instigated and prevailed upon Gbvindaprasad 
Roy to institute the suit in the Supreme Court against Ram¬ 
mohun Roy, as a measure of revenge, because he (Rammohun) 
had refused to practise the rites and ceremonies of the Hindu 
religion in the manner in which she wished the same to be 
practised or performed. Tarini Devi, Govindaprasad Roy and 
other members of her family had cut off all intercourse with 
Rammohun Roy on account of his religious opinions and 
writings. She had repeatedly declared that she desired the 
ruin of Rammohun, and that there would not only be no sin, 
but it would be, meritorious to effect his temporal ruin, unless 
he resumed or followed the religious usages and worship of his 
forefathers. She had publicly declared that it would not be 
sinful to take away the life of a Hindu who had forsaken idola¬ 
try and ceremonies of Hindu worship. Tarini Devi knew well 
that the suit in the Supreme Court would not have been institu¬ 
ted if Rammohun Roy had not acted in religious matters con¬ 
trary to her wishes and entreaties and differently from the prac¬ 
tices of his ancestors. Even after the institution of the suit 
Tarini Devi made a last attempt at reconciliation. She went 
in person to Calcutta and met her son Rammohun Roy in his 
house at Simla and requested him to make a grant of a piece 
of land the profits whereof might be applied towards the 
worship of an idol. The son refused to comply with this 
request and thereby encourage the worship of idols, but offered 
to his mother instead a large sum of money to be distributed in 
charity to the poor. Tarini Devi was exceedingly displeased 
with her son for his refusal to comply with what must have 
appeared to her a very modest request and left for Langurpara 
uttering threats (p. 234). These questions indicate that mother and 
son showed equal ardour in upholding their own views, and the 
unexpected character of her son’s uncompromising hostility to 


idolatry totally upset her and led her to adopt a vindictive 
course.. 

The suit was filed, as stated above, by the complainant 
Govindaprasad Roy on the 23rd June, 1817. Rammohun Roy’s 
answer is missing from the original file, but a summary of it is 
incorporated in the Decree (pp. 255-272). Herein Rammohun 
Roy states that his father’s deed of partition was duly registered 
by the Kazi of Krishnanagar. He admits that the family of 
his brother Jagamohun Roy and his own family lived at Langur- 
para under the superintendence and management of his 
mother, both the brothers contributing to the support of her 
household from their separate earnings and funds. They were 
separate in all other respects. Interrogatories or questionnaires 
for his own witnesses were filed on behalf of the complainant 
Govindaprasad six months after the institution of the suit on the 
27th January, 1818, and seven witnesses were sworn to these 
interrogatories on the 12th February, 1818 (p. 83). The defen¬ 
dant filed his cross interrogatories for the cross examination 
of two of these, Recharam Sen and Krishnamohun Dhara, 
on the 5th March, 1818. Becharam Sen’s examination- 
in-chief took place on the 26th and 28th March, and 9th April, 
and his cross-examination on the 9th and 10th April, 1818. 
We have already stated that Becharam Sen was a mohurrir in 
the service of Rammohun Roy continually for eight years, and 
then, on being discharged for espousing the side of Govinda¬ 
prasad Roy against his employer in social dispute, he entered 
the service of Govindaprasad in November, 1816 (p. xliv). 
He accompanied Govindaprasad to Calcutta when the latter 
came to reside there evidently to conduct the case against his 
uncle (p. 102). Regarding the main question at issue in the 
suit, whether Jagamohun Roy and Rammohun Roy re-united and 
‘were joint in food, property and in all other respects,” Becha¬ 
ram Sen says in his examination-in-chief that from the date of 
partition (1st December, 1796) to his death, Jagamohun Roy, 
and after his death till 1223 (1816-17) his son, Govindaprasad 
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Roy, lived with Rammohun Roy "‘undivided as to food but that 
their property always continued distinct which he this deponent 
knows from being now in the service of Govindaprasad Roy 
and from having seen his books” (p. 95). Becharam. Sen also 
says that Govindapur, Ramesvarpur and other taluks claimed 
by Govindaprasad Roy as joint property in his Bill of Com¬ 
plaint had been purchased by Rammohun Roy from his 
separate fund and were in his sole possession. So there is no 
material difference between Becharam Sen’s deposition and 
Rammohun Roy’s Answer except on a few minor points. 

After the deposition of Becharam Sen who gave away his 
case, Govindaprasad Roy could not produce any other witness. 
Examination of witnesses on behalf of the defendant, Ram¬ 
mohun Roy, began at the end (28th) of September, 1818, and 
continued till May 14, 1819, Cross interrogatories on behalf 
of the complainant had not been filed, and Rammohun Roy’s 
witnesses were not cross-examined. When the examination of 
witnesses for the defendant was closed, Govindaprasad Roy made 
an affidavit (no. 117) on the 11th June, 1819, stating that 
his Attorney caused subpoenas to be issued by the court on 
the 1st October, 1819, on Tarini Devi and eight other witnesses, 
but that he hath not been able to procure the attendance of any 
of them for examination although he hath used all due diligence 
for that purpose. He added that Hiraram Chatterji, Bipraprasad 
Roy, Sobhachandra Roy and 1 arini Devi were material wit¬ 
nesses without whose evidence he could not safely proceed to 
a hearing in this suit. He therefore prayed that he might be 
given one month’s time within which he expected to procure 
the attendance of those witnesses. The prayer for a 
month’s time was granted. 

At the end of the month’s time, on the 10th July, 1819, 
Govindaprasad Roy again made an affidavit praying for two 
month s more time for compelling the attendance of witnesses 
without whose testimony he could not safely proceed to a hear¬ 
ing of the case, viz., Tarini Devi and eight others (no. 118). 


Two persons, Ramdhon Mukherji and Matuk Sardar, employed 
for serving the subpoenas, made affidavits on the same date 
that they had been severely beaten by two of these witnesses, 
Ramdhan Degree and Raghubir Degree, and the subpoena had 
been torn and thrown down on the ground. Only five out of 
the seventeen persons to whom subpoenas had been issued on 
the 12th June came to Calcutta to attend the court. 1 his prayer 
also was granted. In the meantime three witnesses, Radhakrishna 
Banerji (31st August and 1st September), Ramchandra Banerji 
(2nd September), and Abhaycharan Datta (6th September), 
were examined on behalf of the complainant Govindaprasad 
Roy. The first of these men, Radhakrishna Banerji, aged 
about 35, was the Purohit or domestic priest of the family. In 
his examination-in-chief he admits “that he had not the means 
of knowing or being acquainted nor was he; acquainted with the 
affairs and concerns of the said family either during the life 
of the said Ramkanta Roy or since his death other than as such 
matters became notorious and known to everybody in the 
neighbourhood (p. 207). Later on Radhakrishna Banerji 
says more explicitly that he does not know on what terms 
Jagamohun and Rammohun lived after the partition and he 
never heard of any re-union beween the parties. 

Ramchandra Banerji, aged about 30, also states, like 
Radhakrishna Banerji, “that he had not the means and oppor¬ 
tunity of knowing and being acquainted with nor was he 
acquainted with the affairs and concerns of the family” (p. 217). 
On one point only he lends support to the claim of Govinda¬ 
prasad Roy, though on hearsay. He says, taluks Krishnanagar 
and Birlook “were generally considered as the joint property 
of the said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy,” but he 
does “not know who actually made the purchase or out of whose 
or what fund the same were paid for” (p. 218). 

Abhaycharan Datta, aged 70, also had not the like oppor¬ 
tunity of knowing and being acquainted with the affairs and 
transactions of the family after the death of Ramkanta Roy 



(p. 225). He made one important admission. He said that 
the mother of Rammohun Roy had told him that the taluks 
Govindapur and Ramesvarpur had been purchased by Ramtanu 
Roy and Gangadhar Ghose, and Rammohun Roy purchased 
these taluks from them (p. 226). 

If these three witnesses did not give away the case of the 
complainant like Becharam Sen, their depositions were of little 
help in proving his case. Govindaprasad Roy filed an¬ 
other petition to the court on the 15th September, 1819, praying 
for a further period of fifteen days to enable him to procure the 
attendance of I arini Devi and three other witnesses to give evi¬ 
dence (no. 127). Nothing came of this petition. Govinda¬ 
prasad Roy had also petitioned the Court to be allowed to con¬ 
duct the case as a pauper (in forma pauperis) on the 24th 
August. The prayer was granted on the 14th September. 
Rammohun Roy filed a petition to the court for the discharge 
of the order and made an affidavit on the 23rd September. He 
was supported by seven witnesses who also made affidavits. 
The permission to conduct the case as a pauper was finally 
cancelled on the 6th October, 1819 (nos, 129-130). 

While the complainant Govindaprasad Roy practically 
failed to produce evidence, either oral or documentary, in sup¬ 
port of his case, Rammohun Roy succeeded in proving his case to 
the hilt. By making the admission in his Answer that his family 
lived with the family of his brother Jagamohun Roy jointly as 
regards food at Langurpara under the management of his mother 
as stated in the Bill of Complaint, he had taken upon himself 
the burden of proving that he and Jagamohun Roy were not joint 
in property and in other respects. In support of his case Ram¬ 
mohun Roy produced ample evidence, both oral and documen¬ 
tary. Men who had had excellent opportunities of being 
acquainted with the affairs and concerns of the family appeared 
as witnesses. Rammohun Roy's first cousins belonging to the 
Radhanagar family, Gurpprasad Roy and Ramtanu Roy, and 
his nephew Gurudas Mukherji, gave accounts of the internal 


affairs of the family. Rajiblochan Roy, a wealthy zeminder, 
who held in farm most of the taluks of Rammohun Roy, bore 
witness to the fact that whoever # might be the nominal 
proprietor of the taluks, their net income was always 
paid over to Rammohun Roy. The cashier of Ram¬ 
mohun Roy’s Calcutta office stated that business was carried on 
there in the name of Rammohun Roy alone. Valuable 
documents were produced to show that Jagamohun Roy’s tran¬ 
sactions were carried on separately by himself on his own be¬ 
half. The handwriting of Jagamohun Roy on these documents 
was duly identified by several witnesses. 

The case came up for final hearing on the I Oth December, 
1819. No person appeared for the complainant. The 
counsel for the defendant argued the case and the judgment was 
delivered in his presence. After giving summaries of the Rill 
of Complaint of the complainant and the Answer of the defen¬ 
dant, and briefly describing the proceedings, the Decree is 
thus concluded :— 

“The Court doth think fit; to adjudge Order and Decree 
that the said Bill of Complaint of the complainant in this cause 
do stand absolutely dismissed out of and from this Court with 
costs (p. 271). 

The Decree is signed by three judges of the Supreme 
Court, the Hon ble Sir Edward Hyde East, Kt., Chief Justice, 
the Hon ble Sir Francis Macanaghten, Kt., and the Hon’ble 
Sir Antony Buffer, Kt., justices. 

I hus ended a suit that should never have been instituted 
and that proved ruinously expensive to both the parties. It 
must have exhausted the resources of Tarini Devi and broken 
her heart. Early in the following year, 1820, she decided to 
retire from Langurpara and spend her last days at Puri in the 
service of jagannath, the presiding deity of that most holy place. 
Before she set out on her last pilgrimage she bade good-bye to 
her son. Dr. Lant Carpenter gives the following sketch of her 
character and the following account of her last interview with 


her illustrious son in his Biographical Sketch of Rammohun 
Roy:— 

“Every member of his own family opposed him; and he 
experienced even the bitter alienation of his mother, through 
the influence of the interested persons around her. In his early 
days, his mother was a woman of fine understanding; but, she 
had been among his most bitter opponents. He, however, mani¬ 
fested a warm and affectionate attachment towards her, and it 
was with a glistening eye that he told us she had ‘repented’ 
of her conduct towards him. Though convinced that his doc¬ 
trines were true, she could not throw off the shackles of idola¬ 
trous customs. Rammohun, she said to him, before she set 
out on her last pilgrimage to Juggernath, where she died, “you 
are right, but I am a weak woman, and am grown too old to give 
up these observances which are comfort to me,” she main¬ 
tained them with the most self-denying devotion. She would 
not allow a female servant to accompany her; or any other 
provision to be made for her comfort or even support on her 
journey; and when at Juggernaut, she engaged in sweeping the 
temple of the idol. 7 here she spent the remainder of her life— 
nearly a year if not more; and there she died. He recently 
stated, however, that before her death she expressed her great 
sorrow for what had passed, and declared her conviction in the 
unity of God, and the futility of Hindoo superstition.’’ 16 

7 arini Devi died, not a year, but two years, after her 
arrival at Puri, on the 21st April, 1822. The news of her 
death was published in Rammohun Roy’s Bengali paper, 
Sambad Kaumudi. The following summary of the news was 
published in the Calcutta Journal of May 13, 1822:— 

Sambada Kaumudi, No. 23. “ Died on the 21st April, 

at Khettru (Jagganfiut) where she had resided for two years, the 
mother of Dewan Rammohun Roy; and her obsequies were 
to be performed on the 4th May.” 

16. Miss Mary Carpenter, op. cit.> pp. 9-10. 


Litigation did not cease with the retirement of larini Devi. 
Durga Devi, widow of Jagamohun Roy and mother of Govinda- 
prasad Roy, filed another suit in the Supreme Court in its 
Equity division on the 13th April, 1821, to recover possession 
of the taluks Govindapur and Ramesvarpur. In the Bill of 
Complaint in his own suit Govindaprasad Roy had stated that 
these taluks were originally purchased by Gangadhar Chose 
and Ramtanu Roy at a public sale for arrears of revenue on be¬ 
half of Ramkanta Roy with the joint moneys and fund of him¬ 
self and his sons, Jagamohun Roy and Rammohun Roy; and 
then Ramkanta Roy caused them to execute deeds of sale of 
the same taluksi in the name of Rammohun Roy but in trust for 
and for the joint benefit of himself (Ramkanta Roy), Jaga¬ 
mohun Roy and Rammohun Roy. Govindaprasad Roy claimed 
half the share of these taluks as the sole heir of Jagamohun Roy. 
But his mother Durga Devi tells a different tale in her Bill of 
Complaint. She states that she lent Rammohun Roy Rs. 4,500 
which enabled him to purchase the taluks Govindapur and 
Ramesvarpur. The latter (Rammohun Roy) then transferred 
the taluks to her by a deed of sale executed on the 5th Sravan 
1206 (19th July, 1799), and took them to farm upon lease for 
six years by executing a Kabuliyat or deed of agreement on the 
same date. Both the documents bearing the signature of Ram¬ 
mohun Roy were enclosed with the Bill of Complaint and their 
English translation reproduced in it. Rammohun Roy executed 
another Kabuliyat addressed to Durga Devi on the 27th Jyaistha, 
1215, taking in farm the same taluks for a further term of seven 
years. But he refused to deliver possession of the taluks to her 
at the end of the term and withheld the rent due to her. The 
complainant prays to court to compel the defendant Rammohun 
Roy to give back her taluks together with title deeds and other 
documents and to pay her dues. The second Kabuliyat bear¬ 
ing the signature of Rammohun Roy was also enclosed with 
the Bill of Complaint and its English translation reproduced in 
it (no. 132). 


This case was instituted with the full knowledge of Govinda- 
prasad Roy who signs his name as an attesting witness to 
Durga Devi’s warrant of attorney of the 29th September, 1820. 
Rammohun Roy filed his Answer to the Bill of Complaint on 
the 5th September, 1821, wherein he declared that the 
statements regarding his borrowing Rs. 4,500 from 
Durga Devi and other connected transactions were untrue 
and denied the execution of the deed of sale and the 
two Kabuliyats (no. 135). Durga Devi failed to produce a single 
witness to prove her case. The three alleged original docu¬ 
ments submitted by her with the Bill of Complaint are attested 
by the three witnesses, Gangadhar Ghose, Becharam Sen, 
Hingunsho. None of these three persons appeared before the 
court to give evidence. The complaint of Durga Devi was 
therefore finally dismissed with costs for want of prosecution on 
the 30th November, 1821 (no. 140). 

Seven Years of Polemical War 
1817-1823 

The story of the civil and criminal cases instituted against 
Rammohun Roy and his son Radhaprasad Roy that the docu¬ 
ments published in this volume unfold were directly or indirectly 
provoked by his activities as a religious reformer, and the pole¬ 
mical war that he carried on in that capacity. So the portrait 
of the man that these documents reveal will be incomplete 
without a short account of the controversies that he was engaged 
in. 

In a short biography of Rammohun Roy published in the 
f attvabodhini Patrifya it is said of his early religious tenden¬ 
cies, He assiduously practised Vaishnava rites, and his devo¬ 
tion to Vaishnavism was so great that he would not drink water 
without reading a chapter of the Srimad-Bhagavata dally.” 17 
As we have already seen, his intimacy with Nandakumar Vidya- 

17. Tiittvabodhini Patrika, Vaisakh (April), Saka year 1768, A.D. 1846. 


lankar, an ascetic, began when he “attained the age of four- 
teen years (May, 1884). Study of the Arabic translation of 
Aristotle’s logic at Patna evidently shook his faith in all reli¬ 
gions based on revealed texts. This stage of the development 
of his religious views finds expression in his Persian pamphlet 
with an Arabic introduction, Tuhfatul Muwahhiddin referred 
to above (p. xxxvii). In this pamphlet Rammohun Roy explains 
that faith in One Being * ‘who is the source of creation and the 
governor of it is universal,” but peoples differ “in giving pecu¬ 
liar attributes to -that Being” and other matters pertaining 
to religion. As all these divergent views cannot be true, so logi¬ 
cally all must be false. “Hence falsehood is common to all 
religions without distinction.”' 8 The author’s want of faith in 
the peculiar attributes assigned to the Supreme Being discloses 
the influence of the Vedantic conception of the Nirguna (attri¬ 
buteless) Brahma. Ihe reason why Rammohun Roy wrote this 
pamphlet in Arabic and Persian was, as he explained later, he 
could not write English at the time of its composition.' 9 Deeper 
Study and meditation in course of time led to the partial modi¬ 
fication of his opinion regarding the scriptures of the different 
religions. He came to recognize the revealed character of those 
scriptures,—the Hindu Sastras and the Bible “that declare 
God to be One and above the apprehension of internal and 
external senses.” 20 

After his retirement from Rangpur and settlement in 
Calcutta in 1814 Rammohun Roy began his campaign of reli¬ 
gious reform by publishing a Bengali translation of the 
Vedantasutras of Badarayana according to Sankara’s commen¬ 
tary in 1815, the Vedantasam in Bengali, the Abridgment of 


18. Tuhfatul Muwahhiddin or Gift to . Deists by Late Rajah Rammohun Roy, 
translated into English by Moulavi Obaidullah El Obaidc, Calcutta, 1884. 

19. Appeal to the Christian Public (1820), The English Works of Raja 
Rammohun Roy, Vol. Ill, Calcutta, 1901, p. 89. 

20. Ishopanishad, English translation, Preface. 
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Vedant in English, and the Bengali and English translation of 
■the Isa and the Kena Upanishads in 1816, and the Bengali 
translation of the Katha, Mundafya and Mandukya Upanishads 
in 1817. In the introductory chapters of these publications he 
lays under contribution other Hindu Sastras, the Smritis, the 
Puranas and the Tantras, and refutes arguments in favour of 
idolatrous rites with vigour. He began his campaign against 
the Sati or burning widows alive by publishing his first tract in 
1818 showing that the cruel rite was disapproved by the most 
authoritative Brahmanic codes. His denunciation of idolatry 
evoked replies and led to acrimonious controversies with the 
champions of popular Hinduism that raged continuously for 
seven years from 1817 to 1823. 

While engaged in polemics with the advocates of idolatry 
and Sati, Rammohun Roy broke new ground and provoked 
another and more arduous controversy with Christian missionaries 
by publishing 7 he Precepts of Jesus the Cuide to Peace end 
Happiness extracted from the bool^s of the New Testament, 
ascribed to four Evangelists in 1820. A few observations In the 
short introduction to this little volume raised a storm. A writer in 
The Friend of India (no. 20) who signed his name, “A christian 
Missionary” called the compiler of the Precepts a heathen 
and an “injurer of the cause of truth. Dr. Marshman, the 
editor, supported the Christian missionary in an editorial. 
Rammohun Roy published a reply to these criticisms in a 
pamphlet entitled An Appeal to the Christian Public, in defence 
of the Precepts of Jesus by “A Friend to Truth in the same 
year (1820). In this first Appeal he avowed his faith in the 
truths revealed in the Christian system (Bible) and in the 
divine message of the Jesus of Nazareth, but declared the in¬ 
comprehensibleness of the mysterious doctrine of three Gods in 
one Godhead. Dr. Marshman published his reply to this first 
Appeal in The Friend of India, Quarterly Series, no. 1. 
Rammohun Roy published an elaborate rejoinder, Second 
Appeal to the Christian Public in 1821 wherein he endeavours 


to prove the unscriptural character of the Christian doctrines of 
Trinity and atonement—Jesus sacrificing his life for the expia¬ 
tion of the sins of mankind. 

While Dr. Marshman, the head of the Serampur Baptist 
Mission, was engaged in preparing his rejoinder to Rammohun 
Roy’s Second Appeal, a letter appeared in the Samachar 
Darpan of the 14th July, 1821, a weekly newspaper in Bengali 
printed at the Baptist Mission Press, Serampur, attempting to 
show the unreasonableness of all the Hindu Sastras and thereby 
disprove their authority. It was stated at the end of the 
letter:— 

“Whoever writes a proper answer may have it printed and 
everywhere distributed by sending it to the Shreerampore print¬ 
ing office.” 

A reply to the letter written in the Bengali language was 
sent to the editor of the Samachar Darpan in the name of Siva- 
prasad Sarma by Rammohun Roy. As the editor refused to 
insert the reply in his paper, Rammohun Roy published it in 
two numbers of a bilingual tract called Brahmansevadhi in 
Bengali and Brahmunical Magazine in English. In the conclud¬ 
ing paragraph of the Magazine no. II the author returned to his 
attack on the doctrine of Trinity. A reply appeared in English 
in the Friend of India no. 38. Rammohun Roy published a 
rejoinder in he Brahmunical Magazine, no. III. 

While engaged in these controversies, Rammohun Roy 
undertook a fresh translation of the four Gospels into Bengali 
language with the co-operation of two members of the Baptist 
Mission of Serampore, Rev. William Yates and Rev. 
William Adam. Mr. Yates withdrew his co-operation on ac¬ 
count of difference of opinion. In a letter of May 7, 1821, 
Mr. William Adam writes to Mr. Wright, “It is now several 
months since I began to entertain some doubts respecting the 
Supreme Deity of Jesus Christ, suggested by frequent discus¬ 
sions with Rammohun Roy, whom I was endeavouring to 
bring over to the belief of the Doctrine, and in which I was 


joined by Mr. Yates, who also professed to experience difficul¬ 
ties on the subject.” 21 Mr. Adam’s doubts regarding the divi¬ 
nity of Jesus Christ turned into certainty, and by the latter end 
of 1821 he publicly avowed Unitarianism. 22 This shocked the 
European Christian community who called the new convert, 
“the second fallen Adam.” In September, 1821, the 
Calcutta Unitarian Committee was organised of which Ram- 
mohun Roy and his friends Dwarkanath Thakoor and Prasanna 
Kumar Thakoor, and his son Radhaprasad Roy were the Indian 
members. In January, 1822, a house was rented and Mr. Adam 
conducted there Christian worship regularly. 

Dr. Marshman’s reply to Rammohun Roy’s Second Appeal 
appeared in No. 4 of the Quarterly Series of The Friend of India 
December, 1821. Rammohun Roy’s rejoinder, Final Appeal 
to The Christian Public, was published a year later, printed at 
the Unitarian Press, Dhurmtollah, and not at the Baptist Mission 
Press, Circular Road, like the Precepts and the first two 
Appeals. The Preface of the Final Appeal is dated Calcutta, 
January 30, 1823. In a Notice attached to the first edition of 
the Final Appeal it is stated, “The acting proprietor of that 
(the Baptist Mission) Press having, since the publicaton of the 
Second Appeal, declined, although in politest manner possible, 
printing any other work that the author might publish on the 
same subject, he was under the necessity of purchasing a few 
types for his own use.” 

1 he opposition that Rammohun Roy’s criticism of Chris¬ 
tianity provoked was not confined to the Missionaries of the 
Baptist Mission of Serampore or the proprietor or proprietors of 
the Baptist Mission Press of Calcutta, but spread to other quarters. 
He writes in his Preface to the Final Appeal, “I am $rell aware 
this difference of sentiment has already occasioned much cool¬ 
ness towards me in the demeanour of some whose friendship I 

21. Miss Collet, op. cit., p. 66. 

22. The English Works of Raja Rammohun Roy, Vol. Ill, p. 115. 
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hold dear. If Ramrnohun Roy’s friends grew cold, those 
Europeans who knew him only by his writings on Christianity, 
must have grown hostile. In the Preface to the Final Appeal 
Ramrnohun Roy proposed to establish a monthly periodical 
publication devoted to Biblical Criticism to be printed and cir¬ 
culated at his own expense wherein the grounds of both 
Unitarian and Trinitarian doctrines might be explained by their 
advocates. The proposal led a lay champion of the divinity of 
Christ, a pugnacious medical man, Dr. Tytler, to challenge 
Ramrnohun Roy to meet him and discuss the question face to 
face. Ramrnohun Roy refused to take him seriously and poured 
ridicule on his views under the name of Ram Doss in the 
columns of the Bengal Hw\am of May, 1823. The last shot 
fired from the Baptist camp was a tract in Bengali issued from 
the Mission Press, Serampore, criticising Vedanta and Unitari- 
anism. Ramrnohun Roy vigorously defended both the systems 
and again pointed out the errors of ‘Trinitarianism in the 
Brahmunical Magazine, no. IV (November 15, 1823). 

I he year 1823 was one of the busiest years in Ramrnohun 
Roy s public life, and the one in which his all-round unpopu¬ 
larity for his zeal for all-round reform reached its height. The 
bitterest attack on him on behalf of Hindu orthodoxy, Pashanda- 
piran (persecution of the heretic), and his reply, Pathyapradana 
(medicine for the sick), were published in this year. On the 
14th March, 1823, Mr. John Adam, the acting Governor- 
General, issued a Rule and Ordinance curtailing the liberty of 
the press. Ramrnohun Roy and his friends submitted a memo¬ 
rial to the Supreme Court praying that the Ordinance might not 
be registered, that is to say, might be disallowed, and engaged 
counsels to plead the cause of freedom of the press before the 
court. The Supreme Court rejected the memorial. Ramrnohun 
Roy not only submitted an Appeal to the King In Council 
against the decision, but stopped the publication of his weekly 
newspaper in Persian, Mirat-ul-Akhbar, as a protest. Even 
this negative protest was resented. “The Asiatic Journal of 
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January, 1824, in recording the announcement, objects to it as 
having a direct tendency to reflect on the act of Government, ’ 2 
The treatment meted out to Rammohun Roy’s famous 
Letter on English Education addressed to Lord Amherst at the 
end of 1823 (1 1th December) best illustrates the official attitude 
towards him at this period. The government had undertaken to 
appropriate public funds for the promotion of education among 
Indians. Rammohun Roy had expected that this fund would 
be utilised in establishing a seminary where mathematics, natural 
philosophy, chemistry, and other useful sciences “which the 
natives of Europe have carried to a degree of perfection that has 
raised them above the inhabitants of the other parts of the 
world’ would be taught. But when he learnt that the Govern¬ 
ment were establishing a Sanskrit school under Hindu 
Pundits to impart such knowledge as was already 

current in India, he wrote protesting against the 

proposal and showing the futility of the different branches 
of Sanskrit learning as instruments of secular education, 
and sent the letter to Lord Amherst through Bishop Heber. 
The letter was forwarded to the General Committee of Public 
Instruction by the Secretary to Government in the Persian 
Department with a covering letter. The Committee in their 
meeting of the 14th January, 1824, passed this resolution:— 
“Under the discretion vested in the Committee with respect 
to addressing any observations on the letter of Rammohun Roy 
either to himself or to Government the Committee resolve that it 
is unnecessary to offer any Remarks. The erroneous impressions 
entertained by the author of the letter are sufficiently adverted 
to in the letter from the Secretary to the Government; but had 
the views taken in the letter been less inaccurate the Committee 
would still conceive it entitled to no reply, as it has disingenuous¬ 
ly assumed a character to which it has no pretensions. The 
application to Government against the cultivation of Hindu 


23. Miss Collet, op cit., p. rot. 


literature, and in favour of the substitution of European tuition, 
is made professedly on the part, and in the name of the natives 
of India, But it bears the signature of one individual alone, 
whose opinions are well known to be hostile to those entertained 
by alomost all his countrymen. The letter of Rammohun Roy 
does not therefore express the opinion of any portion of the 
natives of India, and its assertion to that effect is a dereliction 
of truth, which cancels the claim of its author to respectful 
consideration/’ 24 

Mr. John Digby at Burdwan 
1822—1823 

Mr. John Digby returned to India from England in 
November, 1819, after an absence of over four years. As we 
have already stated, he did not forget Rommohun Roy during 
his absence, but reprinted his Abridgment of Vedant and the 
English translation of the Cena Upanishad with a suitable intro¬ 
duction in London in 1817. On his return to India he was 
out of employment throughout 1820 and the greater part of 
1821 when he received a subsistence allowance of Rs. 325. 
During this period of unemployment Mr. Digby must have 
very often met Rammohun Roy in Calcutta. In September 
of 1821 he was appointed acting Collector of Burdwan, and 
early in February, 1822, he was confirmed in his appointment 
(no. 143). Some time before Mr. Digby came to‘Burdwan as 
the Acting Collector an important change had taken place in 
the ministerial establishment of the Collectorate. In May, 
1821, Debnarayan Bose, who had served as Naib or assistant 
Sheristadar for 23 years, and had been in that office for 32 
years, was appointed Head Sheristadar or head of the minis- 

24. Proceedings of the General Committee of Public Instruction, Vol. 5, 
(1823 -41), pp, 45-48. 

The meeting of the Committee was attended by the following members; — 
Mr. Harrington, President, Messrs Larkins, Morton, Baylcy, Lumsdcn, Shakespear, 
Mackenzie, Prinsep, Stirling, Wilson (Secretary). 



terial staff (no. 142). When Mr. Digby took charge of the 
Burdwan Collectorate he found the office of the second or Naib 
Sheristadar vacant and nominated one Neelmony (Nilmani) to 
officiate. As Nilmani resigned, he appointed Radhaprasad 
Roy, son of Rammohun Roy, Naib Sheristadar (p. 419). As 
already stated (p. xxxv), two somewhat divergent statements 
are found in he records of the case brought by Govinda- 
prasad Roy against Rammohun Roy, relating to the 
date of birth of Radhaprasad; one made by Rammohun Roy’s 
intimate friend Rajiblochan Roy, and another by his nephew 
Gurudas Mukherji. The latter, a member of Rammohun 
Roy’s family, was evidently better informed of the two wit¬ 
nesses, and we may take his statement that Radhaprasad was 
born in the Bengali year 1208 (beginning from about the middle 
of April, 1801 and ending about the middle of April, 1802), 
as the correct date of his birth. So he was a young man of 21 
or 22 years at the time of his appointment as the Naib Sheris¬ 
tadar of the Burdwan Collectorate. 

Mr. Digby found the Collectorate of Burdwan a hotbed 
of intrigue and corruption. On the 31st August, 1822, he exa¬ 
mined the treasury and found the total cash short of the record¬ 
ed cash balance and other irregularities (p. 317). He, therefore, 
dissmissed the Khajanchi or Treasurer, Deviprasad Sarkar, 
under orders of the Board of Revenue. Deviprasad requested 
Mr. Digby to appoint his nephew in his room. The latter 
refused to do so and nominated Sibnarayan Roy, the eldest son 
of Rajiblochan Roy, as the f reasurer. Debiprasad Sarkar, 
who entered the service of the Raja of Burdwan after his dis¬ 
missal, attributed the nomination of Sibnarayan to the 
interest and exertions of Radhaprasad Roy, and conspired 
with the Head Sheristadar, Debnarayan Bose, against 
him. Three suits of bribery were instituted against Radhapra¬ 
sad before the Magistrate of Burdwan. The first case was 
brought by Deviprasad’s brother-in-law, the Daroga of 
Stamps, alleging that he (Radhaprasad) had received a bribe 



of Rs. 373 from the mofussil vendors of stamps; the second, by 
Deviprasad’s nephew, for demanding a bribe of Rs. 50 for 
obtaining an amulnamah or power of possession of the Khund- 
ghoshe Chakran (service) lands; the third, by Deviprasad’s 
Mokhtar, for demanding a bribe of Rs. 25. Anonymous letters 
were also sent to one of the newspapers of Calcutta and to 
public officers of Government filled with the most abusive lan¬ 
guage against Mr. Digby and foulest charges against Radha- 
prasad Roy. Mr. Digby alleges in his letter of the 8th October, 
1822, that Debnarain Bose, the Head Sheristadar, was notori¬ 
ous as a writer of anonymous letters (pp.318-319). Evidently 
no harm came to Radhaprasad Roy from these complaints. 
His first cousin Govindaprasad Roy was appointed Abkaree 
(excise) Tehsildar (collector) of Burdwan by Mr. Digby in 
November, 1822 (nos. 147-148). Early in the following year 
(1823) Deviprasad Sarkar submitted a petition to the Board com¬ 
plaining that Mr. Digby had not given him receipts for the 
amount of money left by him in the Treasury when he was 
relieved of his office as Treasurer and concluded by stating that 
all his difficulties were due to the enmity of Radhaprasad Roy 
(no. 160). 

Mr. Digby appointed Sibnarayan Roy, the eldest son of 
Rajlblochan Roy, acting Treasurer immediately after the dis¬ 
missal of Deviprasad Sarkar, and in his letter of the 3rd Sep¬ 
tember, 1822, addressed to the Board, recommended him as 
“a man of very respectable character and family, modest and 
gentlemanly in his manners and appearance” (no. 144). The 
Board in their reply (20th September) refused to recognize these 
qualifications adequate, and wanted to know 'the nature of 
the proposed Treasurer’s past employments the character which 
he has maintained in them (no. 145). Mr. Digby sent his 
reply to the Board s letter of the 20th September four months 
after, on the 26th December, 1822, and reported that during 
five months tenure of office as the acting Treasurer Sibnarayan 
had performed his duties satisfactorily, and, that before his 
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appointment he had managed his father’s large estate for three 
years (no. 149). Sibnarayan himself declared his age to be 
25 years at the time of his appointment (p. 412). In their 
reply (no. 150) of the 14th January, 1823, the Board again 
refused to sanction the appointment of Sibnarayan on account 
of his youth and want of mature experience of public service, 
and requested Mr. Digby to select a person “less liable to this 
objection” (no. 150). Mr. Digby wrote his reply to this letter 
about a year after (2nd December, 1823). Herein he puts 
down the age of Sibnarayan as 26 and says in effect that he is 
the best man available (no. 162). In their reply the Board 
confirmed the appointment of Sibnarayan Roy “trusting that 
you would not involve in a responsibility so serious as would 
be that of recommending in the very high and strong terms’’ 
Sibnarayan Roy, “were he not entirely deserving of the high 
character and qualification you describe him to possess” (no. 
163). What really led Mr. Digby to take so favourable a view 
of the character of Sibnarayan Roy is thus explained by him 
in his explanation of the 22nd September, 1824, after the latter 
had thrown him and Radhaprasad Roy overboard: — 

“With regard to the manner of his (Sibnarayan’s) appoint¬ 
ment, his father Rajiblochan Roy in whom, having long known 
him, I had reposed confidence, earnestly solicited this situation 
for his son, and representing him as perfectly qualified and 
offering to pledge his whole Estates for his son’s fidelity in the 
discharge of his duties” (p. 411). 

The real source of trouble in the Collectorate of Burdwan 
when Mr. Digby assumed charge of the office of Collector was 
not corrupt practices of the ministerial staff for which there was 
remedy, but deep-rooted party spirit with powerful outside 
support. Maharaja Tjejchand of Burdwan had a son named 
Pratap Chand who died leaving widows who claimed property 
belonging to their deceased husband as their heritage. This 
claim was opposed by their father-in-law. When Mr. Digby 
assumed charge of the office litigation was proceeding between 



Maharaja Tejchand and his daughters-in-law for the posses¬ 
sion of Ganga-Manoharpur (Gunga Mannohurpoor) taluk. 
Debnarain Bose, the Head Sheristadar, was a partisan of the 
Maharaja and the Ranis also had their friends in the Collec- 
torate. Gurudas Mukherji, nephew (sister’s son) of Ram- 
mohun Roy, was the Dewan of Pratap Ghand, and after his 
death acted as the vakil (agent) of his widows and conducted 
the law-suit instituted by the Maharaja on their behalf (pp. 307 
and 447). When Radhaprasad Roy entered the Burdwan Col- 
lectorate as Naib or assistant Sheristadar, closely related as he 
was to Gurudas Mukherji, he was viewed with suspicion by Deb¬ 
narain Bose, and naturally found himself identified with the party 
of the Ranis. Ganga-Manoharpur taluk was registered in the 
Gollectorate in the name of the Ranis. With a view to establish 
Maharaja Tejchand’s claim to this taluk Debnarain Bose 
endeavoured to procure Mr. Digby’s signature as Collector to 
a receipt (chalan) for Rs. 1275 offered to be paid on the part 
of the Maharaja as the revenue of the taluk. Mr. Digby writes : 
“But fortunately 1 had been warned of this intrigue by the 
friends of the Ranees and consequently refused to sign any 
receipt for revenue from a person in whose name the estate was 
not registered in the record and returned the sum offered” (p. 
323). Radhaprasad Roy probably sided with the friends of the 
Ranis, as Mr. Digby writes in his explanation of the 9th October 
1824, that he assisted them (p. 447). 

Now to return to the story of Debnarain Bose, by his mis¬ 
conduct in connection with the payment of the revenue of Ganga 
Manoharpur taluk by the Raja of Burdwan he lost the confidence 
of Mr. Digby who thenceforward ignored him and consulted 
Radhaprasad Roy and other officers. Formal complaints also 
were made charging Debnarayan Bose of corrupt practices. 
One such complaint was that he had accepted a bribe of Rs. 25 
from one Rammohun Majumdar (p. 327 &c), and the other was 
that he held in farm chakran land under a fictitious name and 
thereby caused loss of revenue to government (no. 151). When 


Mr. Digby was carrying on investigation into the complaint of 
Rammohun Majumdar in open Court, Debnarain Bose’s son 
and nephew caused him (Rammohun Majumdar) to be arrested 
in his presence by the bailiff in execution of a decree in favour 
of the Raja of Burdwan (pp. 324 and 326). Debnarain Bose, 
instead of waiting for Mr. Digby s report to the Board as a 
result of his investigations regarding complaints against him 
(Debnarain), that is to say, being on the defensive, himself took 
the offensive by submitting a petition to the Board against Mr. 
Digby in April, 1823. The Board forwarded this petition to 
Mr. Digby with their letter of the 2nd May calling for his 
explanation. Mr. Digby’s explanation was conveyed in his 
letter of 13th June, 1823 (no. 153), and additional explanation 
in his letter of the following day (no. 154). Mr. Digby thus 
concludes his second letter :— 

“Under all these circumstances and in consideration of the 
general conduct of the present Head Sheristadar as particularized 
in my letter of yesterday’s date 1 am obliged to withhold all 
confidence upon him; and as the Board consider me responsible 
for my proceedings, I am under the necessity of suggesting to 
the Board the expediency of removing him from his situation 
and of authorising me to nominate another person in his place” 
(p. 338). 

The Board in their letter of the 20th June, 1823, 
permitted Mr. Digby to remove Debnarain Bose from his office 
and to nominate his successor (no. 151). Mr. Digby nominated 
Kunjabehari (Koonjbeharry) Roy, for several years Sheristadar 
of the Dewani Adaiut of Zila Ramgar and of Furruckbad for 
the vacant post (no. 157). The Board duly cbnfirmed the 
appointment of Kunjabehari Roy as the Head Sheristadar of the 
Burdwan Collectorate in the place of Debnarain Bose (18th 
July, 1823). 

When Rammohun Majumdar’s complaint to Mr. Digby 
against Debnarain Bose for taking bribe was under investiga- 


tion, Debnarain instituted a criminal case against Radhaprasad 
Roy and Rammohun Majumdar for conspiracy and perjury in the 
court of Mr. J. R. Hutchinson, Magistrate of Burdwan. Mr. 
Hutchinson held the trial on the 1st July and forwarded the 
proceedings to Mr. Digby with his letter of the 5th July request¬ 
ing him (Mr. Digby) to refer to the Board the result of his inquiry 
into the charges brought against Debnarain Bose, and, at the 
same time, to adopt such measures as might lead to a prosecu¬ 
tion and conviction of Rammohun Majumdar and Radhaprasad 
Roy. Mr. Digby refused to do either in his letter of the 9th 
July “not only on account of its (Mr. Hutchinson’s inquiry) 
having been entered into in opposition to the Regulation which 
1 have pointed out, but on account of the Board having as 
stated in their letter, removed that man from office, merely in 
consequence of my not reposing any trust or confidence in him” 
(p. 342). In his reply (14th July, 1823) Mr. Hutchinson 
writes to Mr. Digby that the inquiry held by him created such 
strong suspicion of conspiracy against Radhaprasad Roy in his 
mind and disclosed such proof of perjury against Rammohun 
Majumdar and others “that I conceived you would as an act of 
justice to Debnarain Bose have immediately adopted such 
measures as might in the end at least have exculpated him from 
the charge of Bribery; and have rendered him fit to be employed 
again in the public service” (p. 343). Failing to induce Mr. 
Digby to adopt any such measures, Mr. Hutchinson approached 
the Board of Revenue in his letter of the same date (no. 158). 
The Board replied (on the 25th July) that they observed with 
regret that Mr. Hutchinson’s proceedings in the case of Deb¬ 
narain Bose were extra-judicial and not required by any existing 
regulation; but they were convinced that his proceedings had 
been influenced solely by an anxious desire to further the ends of 
Justice. It is very doubtful if Mr. Hutchinson’s anxious desire 
to further the ends of Justice would have been stimulated so far 
as to undertake extra-judicial and illegal proceedings if the 
aggrieved party had been any other person than Debnarain Bose. 


Perhaps any other aggrieved party would not have ventured to 
lodge such complaint with the Magistrate. 

Not long after Rammohun Majumdar complained against 
Debnarain Bose for taking bribe, in May, 1823, a man signing 
his name as Shunnuk Loll Tewary (Sanak Lai Fewari) sub¬ 
mitted a petition to the Board of Revenue with a view to make 
known the malpractices of Radhaprasad Roy, Peshkar of the 
Collectorate (p. 457). The petitioner gives high praise to Deb¬ 
narain Bose, the head Sheristadar, and complains that Radha¬ 
prasad has endeavoured to get him removed from his situation 
by means of a false complaint; Radhaprasad Roy has abstracted 
a large sum of money from the Treasury with the connivance of 
the acting Treasurer; he has received Rs. 18000 from Sib- 
narain Roy for procuring him the post of Treasurer; he has 
embezzled stamped paper to the value of Rs. 11000; there is 
a decrease of excise revenue owing to his corrupt practices; he 
has given away great part of the money deposited in the Trea¬ 
sury to persons who had no just claim (pp. 457-459). On 
receipt of the Board’s letter of the 3rd June communicating to 
him the content of Shunnuk Loll’s petition, Mr. Digby imme¬ 
diately examined the Treasury, counted in person the cash and 
the stamped papers and found no deficiency. He promptly 
reported to the Board the results of his examination and promised 
a full report relating to other charges after due inquiry (nos. 
151, 152 and 156). He duly carried on inquiries into other 
charges and drafted a report. Its transmission to the Board, 
however, was delayed by the preparation of the translation 
of the various depositions and documents to be enclosed with it. 
But other urgent business, particularly proceedings against Deb¬ 
narain Bose, interruped the work of translation, and when those 
proceedings were at an end, Mr. Digby forgot to forward the 
report to the Board with the enclosures (p. 410). The draft 
report was left at Burdwan and was submitted with his expla¬ 
nation of the 22nd September, 1822 (no. 198). In this report 
Mr. Digby says that the. signature (Shunnuk Loll Tewary) is 


evidently fictitious, and indicates that Debnarain Bose is the 
source of the string of accusations brought forward in the peti¬ 
tion. He had no difficulty in showing the beselessness of the 
charges against Radhaprasad Roy (pp. 423-425). If this report 
with the necessary enclosures had reached the Board in time, 
perhaps much of the troubles that befell himself and Radha¬ 
prasad Roy might have been avoided. 

In his explanatory letter of the 13th June, 1823, relating 
to the petition of Debnarain Bose, Mr. Digby gives instances 
of collusion between the Raja of Burdwan and the former (no. 
153). Maharaja Tejchand also engaged in open hostility with 
Radhaprasad and his father. He (Tejchand) submitted a peti¬ 
tion to the Board against him in May, 1823. Mr. Digby writes 
in his letter of the 9th October, 1824, “This hostility (of intri¬ 
guers of Burdwan) was powerfully instigated by the Raja of 
Burdwan who regarded Radhaparsad Roy, as his personal 
enemy, as declared in the Persian Petition presented by the 
Raja to the Board, in May last” (p. 447). Rammohun Roy 
attributes the institution of three suits against him by Maharaja 
Tejchand on the 16th June, 1823, based on three kistibandi 
bonds alleged to have been executed by his father Ramkanta 
Roy twenty-four years before, to the malice and animosity of the 
Maharaja, and traces this animosity to the belief that his nephew 
Gurudas Mukherji assisted the Maharaja’s widowed daughters- 
in-law in a case in court against him at his (Rammohun Roy’s) 
instance (p. 307). 

Prosecution of Radhaprasad Roy 

After the removal of Debnarain Bose from his post as 
Head Sheristadar that destroyed the influence of the Maharaja 
of Burdwan in the Collectorate, there was peace in that office. 
As stated above, Mr. Digby had his way with regard to Sib- 
narayan Roy who was confirmed as Treasurer in December, 
1823. At the end of May, 1824, he fell severely ill, but did 
not at once apply for leave (pp. 410 and 448). As he was not 
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restored to health as soon as he had expected, he applied to 
the Board of Revenue for leave of absence evidently in the 
third week of July. When he received the orders of the Board 
granting him leave and directed the staff of the Collectorate to 
prepare to make over charge to his successor, Sibnarayan Roy 
the Treasurer, instead of attending office, went to the Magis¬ 
trate and presented a petition complaining that Radhaprasad 
Roy, the second Sheristadar of the Collectorate, had embezzled 
Rs. 1,36,000 from the Treasury (no. 164). Sibnarayan stated 
in his petition that he was very young, not more than 22 years 
of age. In cosequence of strict intimacy between their parents, 
Rajiblochan Roy and Rammohun Roy, he was acquainted with 
Radhaprasad Roy. Two years ago Radhaprasad offered him 
the post of Treasurer of the Burdwan Collectorate. Sibnarayan 
at first refused to accept the post on account of his youth, 
but was prevailed upon to do so. But he was not allowed to 
interfere in the works of the Treasury. Radhaprasad, who had 
unbounded influence over Mr, Digby, and was the de facto 
Collector, abstracted from the 1 reasury all the Bank notes as 
they were paid in, and thus formed a separate fund amounting 
to Rs. 1,36,000. Radhaprasad carried on the work of the 
Treasury with the help of the Assistant Treasurer, Ramdhan 
Chatterji, and Sibnarayan merely signed whatever they told 
him to sign. At last rupees two lakhs (200,000) was ordered 
to be remitted to Murshidabad. As only one and a half lakhs of 
rupees was forthcoming from the Treasury, Radhaprasad raised 
Rs. 14,000 by pawning halves of Bank Notes for Rs. 26,500 
through a Muktar. When the Commercial Resident of Haripal 
wanted Rs. 50,000 Radhaprasad Roy induced Mr. Digby to 
write and say that there was no money in deposit in the Trea¬ 
sury. At last when Mr. Digby was granted leave of absence 
and the news of the coming of his successor was received, 
“every exertion was made to get money and Radhaprasad said 
he would detain the Collector and all would yet go well.’’ 
Failing in his attempt to raise money Radhaprasad advised 



Sibnarayan to abscond. Sibnarayan, instead of doing so, com¬ 
plained to the Magistrate (pp. 357-58). 

On receipt of this complaint the Magistrate summoned 
Radhaprasad Roy who immediately attended the court and 
“shewed a letter from the Treasurer’s father (Rajiblochan Roy) 
on the 25th instant requesting that the sums which had been 
made use of by his son and Ramdhun Chaterjee without the 
Sheristadar’s (Radhaprasad Roy’s) knowledge might be refund¬ 
ed in the course of two months’’ (p. 350). This letter, as we learn 
from Mr. Digby’s letter of the 9th October, 1824, to the Board 
(no. 207) was written by Rajiblochan Roy on the 9th Sravan 
(23rd July, 1824) stating that his second son Ganganarayan 
brought the news of the defalcation, that Ramdhan Chaterji, 
the Assistant Treasurer, was guilty of it, and that matters could 
not be managed if it was concealed from Radhaprasad (p. 450). 
After the perusal of this letter the Magistrate called on Mr.- 
Digby personally and requested him to inspect the Treasury. 
As the latter could not undertake the inspection on account of 
“severe debility,” the Magistrate did so and found a deficiency 
of Rs. 1,36,360.8.8.3. He, therefore, requested Mr. Digby 
to hand over the Treasurer, Sibnarayan, to him. Mr. Digby 
suspended Sibnarayan Roy, handed him over to the 
Magistrate, and reported these incidents to the Board in his 
letter of the 27th July, 1824 (no. 163). From this narrative 
it will be seen that the Magistrate at first did not believe the 
story of Sibnarayan that Radhaprasad had embezzled the 
money. He, therefore, did not ask Mr. Digby to hand over 
Radhaprasad Roy to him. Radhaprasad then tendered resigna¬ 
tion of his post of Naib Sheristadar which was accepted by Mr. 
Digby on the 31st July (p. 358). On receipt of Mr. Digby’s 
letter, the Board of Revenue appointed Mr. Molony, the Super¬ 
intendent and Remembrancer of Legal Affairs, as a Commis¬ 
sioner to inquire into the embezzlement and to superintend and 
direct Mr. Armstrong, the successor of Mr. Digby, with the 
approval of the Governor General in Council (nos. 165-166). 



Mr. Molony arrived at Burdwan on the morning of the 
8th August, 1824. He was no stranger to the kachari or 
official circle of Burdwan. He had acted in various capacities 
in the office of the Magistrate > of Burdwan (Asst. Registrar, 
Additional Registrar, Registrar) for about six years from 1815 
to the end of 1820. 25 On Monday, the 9th instant, he “pro¬ 
ceeded to the Collector’s office in order to be present when 
Mr. Armstrong received charge ”, for “narrowly watching the 
conduct of every individual concerned during the operation of 
delivering over charge of the office” (p. 357). He “found Mr. 
Digby labouring under a great degree of bodily suffering and 
extremely weak;” “his understanding appeared completely 
imbecile.” Mr. Molony’s first report was forwarded on the 14th 
August, and a supplementary report on the 10th September, 
1824. These reports sum up the evidences on the strength of 
which he ordered the prosecution of Radhaprasad Roy on a 
charge of fraudulently embezzling public money from the 
Treasury of the Collectorate of Burdwan, of Sibnarayan Roy 
for being accessory to and conniving at the fraudulent embezzle¬ 
ment, of Ramdhan Chaterji, Naib Treasurer, for being an 
active accessory to and accomplice, and Pitambar Chaterji, 
Head Writer, and Ramchand Ganguli, Record Keeper, for being 
accessories and accomplices in the above embezzlement (p. 400). 
The Board of Revenue forwarded an extract from the first report 
of Mr. Molony with their letter of the 31st August, 1824, 
to Mr. Digby, requesting him to submit full explanation on 
several points (no. 185). In this letter they call Mr. Digby’s 
attention to the fact that further report on Shunnuk Loll 
Tewary’s petition promised by him in his letters of the 7th and 
the 13th June, 1823, does not appear ever to have been received, 
and observe that if he had prosecuted his inquiry into the seri¬ 
ous charges brought by the petitioner with energy and effect, it 
might have been the means of preventing the late embezzlement 
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(pp. 377-78). Mr. Digby’s letter of the 22nd September, 1822, 
addressd to the Board of Revenue (no. 198) contains his 
explanations on the points raised in Mr. Molony s first report, 
and his letter of the 9th October, 1824 (no. 207), deals with the 
additional points raised in the supplementary report. In these 
letters Mr. Digby, though suffering from the illness that he con¬ 
tracted at Burdwan and that brought his life to a premature end, 
explains his conduct in a dignified manner, and defends Radha- 
prasad Roy against the charge of embezzlement with vigour. 
The Board of Revenue submitted Mr. Digby’s explanations with 
their letter of the 19th October, (no. 209). Herein (p. 4->2) the 
Board retract the opinion they expressed about the petition of 
Shunnuk Loll Tewary in their letter of 31st August, 1824, and 
add :— 

"On mature deliberation and with reference to the party 
spirit which has long prevailed at Burdwan between Mr. Digby s 
native officers and the Rajah and his Omlah, to the complexion 
of the evidence adduced, and to the circumstances of the parties 
concerned at the time of the enquiry conducted by the Superin¬ 
tendent and Remembrancer of Legal Affairs, contrasted with 
Mr. Digby’s having thrice solemnly asserted that hq did perso¬ 
nally examine and find correct the state of his Treasury and 
that he did ascertain that the other allegations in the 
Petition were unfounded we have no hesitation in believing 
Mr. Digby and more particularly as we entirely concur in 
opinion with him that the anonymous Petitioner would not have 
failed to inform the Board if Mr. Digby had as has been stated 
by the depositions taken wholly misconducted the enquiry 
directed and deceived the Board by a false report (p. 432). 

We have made this long quotation from a document printed 
In this volume because it enables one to view the proceedings 
in the Collectorate of Burdwan from July, 1824, in.true perspec¬ 
tive. The story of the embezzlement In the Burdwan Treasury 
told in Shunnuk Loll Tewari’s petition of May, 1823, on the one 
hand, and in Sibnarayan Roy’s petition of July, 1824, on the 


other, is cast in the same mould (pp. 458 and 357). 
Again, Radhaprasad Roy’s ascendancy over Mr. Digby 
is emphasised in these documents as well as in Debnarain 
Bose’s petition to the Board of May, 1823 (pp. 323-26). In the 
above extract the Board uneqivocally retract their opinion 
that Shunnuk Loll Tewary’s petition was not wholly untrue, 
and that if inquiry into the charges brought against Radha¬ 
prasad Roy therein had been vigilantly and zealously con¬ 
ducted in June and July, 1823, it might have been the 
means of preventing embezzlement of the public money in 
June and July, 1824. One of the reasons adduced by the 
Board for doing so is the untrustworthiness of the evidence 
Influenced by “the party spirit which has long prevailed at 
Burdwan between Mr. Digby’s native officers and the Rajah 
and his Omlah.’ The Board was not unaware of the fact, as 
the above extract will show, that the same party spirit (“the 
circumstances of the parties’’) survived at the time when Mr. 
Molony also conducted his inquiries. But though they had no 
hesitation in believing Mr. Digby when he declared that the alle¬ 
gations made against Radhaprasad Roy in Shunnuk Loll Tewa- 
ry s petition were unfounded, yet they believed in similar allega¬ 
tions made in Mr. Molony’s reports in spite of Mr. Digby’s as¬ 
sertion to the contrary. In these reports Mr. Molony takes no 
notice of the letter that Rajiblochan Roy, father of Sibnarayan, 
wrote to Radhaprasad on the 9th Sravan, corresponding to 24th 
July, 1824, referred to above. Mr. Digby, as stated above, gives 
a summary of it in his letter of the 9th October, 1824, to the 
Board (p. 450), and testifies to its genuineness by stating, 

“ This letter was written in Rajiblochan’s own hand, 4 was shown 
me before I left Burdwan and has, I am informed, been laid 
before the Magistrate.’’ The members of the Board of Revenue, 
Messrs J, Pattle and W. Irower, who sign the Board’s letter 
of the 19th October, 1824, embodying their judgment on Mr. 
Digby’s conduct, not ofily ignore Rajiblochan Roy’s letter, but 
also forget Sibnarayan Roy's “rather quietly consenting as his 


son s security to make good the whole embezzlement” as noted 
by themselves (p. 454), and give it as their deliberate opinion : — 

“We still are of opinion that Mr, Digby’s culpability con¬ 
sists solely and entirely in his having placed a most 
reprehensible confidence in Radhapersaud Roy and others his 
native Officers and in his allowing them, to the total neglect of 
the personal controul vigilence and discipline he was bound to 
exercise in the discharge of his public duty a license and discre¬ 
tion in the fulfilment of their Official obligations which afforded 
them (as might be expected) the most complete opportunity for 
gross corruption and every other description of abuse of office” 
(P. 456). 

Mr, Digby could not be condemned for his official conduct 
without the condemnation of Radhaprasad Roy for corruption. 
The Board of Revenue in effect do so even before the begin¬ 
ning of the trial of the latter. On the 29th October, 1824, the 
Governor General in Council granted Mr. Digby permission 
‘ ‘to proceed to the Cape of Good Hope for the benefit of his 
health, and to be absent on that account for a period of twelve 
months” (no. 218). He died at the Cape of Good Hope, evi¬ 
dently a broken-hearted man, before he could receive the news 
of the acquittal of Radhaprasad Roy and the vindication of his 
official character. Raja Rammohun Roy had no greater friend 
than this unfortunate Englishman whose admiration for the 
great reformer was at the root of much of his troubles 
at Burdwan. 

The Board of Revenue was led to pass their judgment on 
the conduct of Mr. Digby by the reports of Mr. Molony who 
appears to # have begun his inquiry with certain prepossessions. 
Born in 1801 or 1802, Radhaprasad could not have been much 
above 23 at the time of Mr. Molony’s inquiries, and could not 
have been much above 21 when Mr. Digby appointed 
Sibnarayan Roy to be acting Treasurer of the Burdwan Collec- 
torate. About Radhaprasad‘s share in this appointment Mr. 
Molony writes in his first report, “My belief as to the real case 


is that Radhapersaud having established (and he most unques¬ 
tionably possess it to the present moment) a complete ascendancy 
over Mr. Digby’s official opinions, when a new Treasurer was 
required sought out one of his own friends to share what he could 
make Rajiblochun Roy a man of some landed property was 
chosen, he went security and his son then only about 18 or 19 
years of age, if so much was made the nominal Treasurer and 
Ramdhun the Naib an older hand shrewd and of some experience 
was sent to work the machine” (p. 365). Mr. Digby entered the 
Company’s Civil Service even before the birth of Radhaprasad 
Roy. He was appointed a writer on the 27th August, 1799, 
and his residence in India commenced on the 9th December, 
1800.'" How could a young man of 21 establish complete 
ascendancy over such a veteran Mr. Molony seems never 
to have asked himself. He evidently discerned the shadow 
of some one else behind Radhaprasad. For, later on 
in the same paragraph he writes, “The earnestness with which 
the appointment of Sibnarayan was urged” in a correspondence 
which lasted for over a year “shows that some one had a very 
strong interest in getting the point carried.” Here Radhaprasad 
is not named. Mr. Molony’s next sentence leaves no doubt 
that by “some one” he suspects an outsider. He writes:— 

“The original drafts of the first letter to the Board (dated 
3rd Sept. 1822) is not to be found in the office and that the 
Draft of the 2nd letter (dated 26th Dec. 1822) is neither in 
Mr. Digby’s own hand writing or in that of any of the establish¬ 
ed writers of the office, none of whom can tell whose hand it 
is lead strongly to the inference that Mr. Digby had been led 
in this case as in other case’ ’ (p. 366). 

By the time Mr. Molony appeared in the scene, August, 
1824, many people in and outside the Collectorate of Burdwan 
must have come to know the hand writing of Radhaprasad. As 
none of the witnesses examined by him could recognize the 
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writer of the draft of the second letter, Mr. Molony must have 
written these lines under the suspicion that it must have been in 
the hand writing of an outsider. In their letter of the 31st 
August, 1824, addressed to Mr. Digby, the Board very nearly 
draw the same conclusion. They write:— 

"‘And at the same time you will distinctly state by whom 
the Draft of the letter to the Board of the 26th December, 1822, 
was written. The Board hope this draft was not prepared by 
Radhapersaud or any of his family” (p. 380). 

There was only one other member of Radhaprasad’s family 
who could be suspected of influencing Mr. Digby and drafting 
the letter,—his father Rammohun Roy. Mr, Molony’s remarks 
relating to the draft of the second letter on Sibnarayan’s appoint¬ 
ment leave enough room for such conjecture. But in fact it 
was not the second letter that procured the confirmation of Sib- 
narayan Roy, but the third written a year later (no. 162) to the 
draft of which Mr. Molony does not refer. 

In his first report Mr. Molony has no hesitation in openly 
avowing that he suspended or removed from office some of the 
ministerial officers of the Burdwan Collectorate on account, in 
addition to other grounds, of their connection with Rammohun 
Roy, father of Radhaprasad Roy. Thus he first writes about 
Kunjabiharl Roy (Koonjbeharee Roy), the Head Sheristadar, he 
“is 1 understand an old dependent of Rammohun Roy” (p.360) 
and later on states that he is “suspended both on the ground 
of his connection with Rammohun Roy and his total incapa¬ 
city.” The Stamp Darogah (Ramhari Mitra) and Abkaree 
i'uhseeldar (Govindaprasad Roy) “have likewise been re¬ 
moved on account of their default and as connexions of Ram¬ 
mohun Roy” (pp. 164-165). Kunjabihari could not be a 
dependent of Rammohun Roy for he was holding the office of 
Sheristadar of the Dewani Adalat of Ramgar (Ramghur) when 
Mr. Digby and Rammohun Roy were there; and he could not 
be a connection of Rammohun Roy, because he was not a 
Brahman (pp. 340 and 416). Mr. Armstrong, the Acting 


Collector, thus explains the grounds of Kunjabehari Roy’s dis¬ 
missal — 

“Koonjbiharee Roy the head Seristadar was dismissed on 
the same day, on the grounds of his being utterly incapable of 
performing the duties of his situation and certifying in 
open court his unacquaintance with all the documents in the 
sherista (archive) and with all orders that had been passed by 
the Collector, thus registering his own incapacity and being 
besides a connexion of the family of Radhaprasad Roy” 

(pp. 369-370). 

It is difficult to determine how Mr. Armstrong could 
discover Kunjabehari Roy’s unacquaintance with all the docu¬ 
ments and all the orders during the three days of excitement and 
chaos (9th to 11 th August) that he devoted to taking charge of 
his office. His discovery was facilitated by his determination to 
reappoint Debnarayan Bose on whose dismissal Kunjabihari 
Roy was appointed Head Sheristadar of the Burdwan Collecto- 
rate before he left Hugli on his transfer from that station 
to Burdwan as acting Collector. He writes in his letter of the 
21st May, 1825, containing explanations regarding the petition 
of Pitambar Chaterji (Petumber Chatterjee):— 

“In order to place in their true colour the false and shame¬ 
less accusations against Mr. Molony and myself touching my 
nomination of Debnarain Bose, 1 take this opportunity of in¬ 
forming the Board that I had contemplated employing this in¬ 
dividual prior to my leaving Hooghly.On reaching the 

station Debnarain Bose presented me with a letter of Recommen¬ 
dation from a friend who was well acquainted with his character 
I then consulted with Mr. Molony, who 1 found entertained 
the highest opinion of his integrity and fitness for the situation” 
(P. 477). 

The ‘‘false and shameless accusation” is contained in a 
petition (no. 227, March 30, 1825) submitted to the Board by 
Pitambar Chaterji, the Head Writer of the Burdwan Collecto- 
rate, who was sent up for trial to the Magistrate as an acces- 



sory to the embezzlement. The Magistrate, while acquitting 
him of the criminal charge, declared him unlit for public ser¬ 
vice. Pitambar submitted the petition to the Board of Revenue 
against this dicision praying for restoration to his appoint¬ 
ment, and a supplementary petition (no. 228) giving account of 
an instance of the corrupt practices of Debnarayan Bose. Before 
dealing with the content of these petitions I shall briefly describe 
the earlier effors made by Messrs. Molony and Armstrong to 
reinstate Debnarayan Bose which best illustrate their attitude. 

In his first report on the embezzlement in the Burdwan 
Collecorate Mr. Molony cites Debnarayan Bose’s dismissal as 
another instance of the misdeeds of Radhaprasad Roy and his 
adherents. He writes that Mr. Elliot not only considered Deb¬ 
narayan “the most useful man on the Establishment but also 
as the most upright native he had met with.’’ As he interfered 
with the views of Radhaprasad and his adherents, his ruin 
was determined on. But the notoriety of the cabal that 
brought about his dismissal, the excellent character that he 
bears among all classes of the natives, Mr. Molony’s own 
knowledge of his experience in revenue matters, induced 
Mr. Molony to consider him as the fittest person to be the 
Head Sheristadar, and, Mr. Armstrong fully concurring 
in this opinion nominated Debnarayan Bose to the post 
(made vacant by the dismissal of Kunjabihari Roy). In 
spite of all this Mr. Molony could not question the justness of 
the orders passed by the Board on Debnarayan’s dismissal, but 
he trusted that the circumstances that had then come to light 
(embezzlement) would induce the Board to restore him to the 
post he formerly held (pp. 366-367). 

In his letter of the 16th August (1824) Mr. Armstrong, the 
acting Collector, reported to the Board, among other things, 
the dismissal of Kunjabihari Roy, the Head Sheristadar, and 
Lala Madan Gopal, the successor of Radhaprasad as Naib Sheris¬ 
tadar, and the appointment of Debnarayan Bose “recommend- 
ded to me most strenuously by Mr. Molony” and Mirza Haidar 
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Ali (Hyder Allee) to the vacancies. In their reply of the 24th 
September, the Board, while entirely approving the removal 
of these officers, postponed for the time being passing orders on 
the appointment of Debnarayan Bose and Mirza Haidar Ali 
(no. 200). In their letter of the 19th October, 1824, (no. 210) 
to Mr. Armstrong, forwarding an application from Ramlochun 
Dutt, Sheristadar of Hijli (Hidgellee), for the post of the Head 
Sheristadar of the Burdwan Collectorate, the Board observed 
that they were convinced that he (Mr. Armstrong) would not 
have considered Debnarayan Bose deserving of their confirma¬ 
tion had he been aware that Debnarayan had previously suffered 
considerably in the Board’s confidence when engaged in review¬ 
ing the conduct of Deviprasad Sarkar, formerly Treasurer of the 
Burdwan Collectorate. In the concluding paragraph of this 
letter the Board defines the principle that should be followed 
in making appointments at Burdwan:— 

“In conclusion 1 am directed to state that the Board are 
particularly anxious that the Successor to Koonjabeharry Roy 
shall be an individual who has hitherto had no connection with 
either your Native Officers, your district, or it’s zumeendars, 
in order to prevent, as far as is possible, the recurrence of the 
hostility, confusion, litigation and trouble which has alternately 
existed as the principal Officers of your Establishment have 
been connected with or opposed to the Landed proprietors of 
your district” (p. 460). 

In his reply (of the 25th October, 1824) to this letter Mr. 
Armstrong expressed his willingness to appoint Ramlochun 
Dutt Head Sheristadar, and added that since Debnarayan’s 
reappointment on the 12th August he (Armstrong) had found 
him most attentive to his duties and well versed in revenue 
matters, but he (Armstrong) did not know that Debnarayan had 
forfeited the confidence of the Board on any other occasion. 
Ramlochun Dutt was accordingly appointed Head Sheristadar 
and took charge of his office early in November, 1824 (no. 217). 
Debnarayan Bose appealed to the Governor General in Council 


for reinstatement. Mr. Armstrong also soon found Rarnlochun 
Dutt incapable of discharging the duties, wanting in experience, 
activity and zeal, and early in January, 1825, compelled him 
to submit his resignation. When forwarding a copy of Ram- 
lochun Dutt’s letter of resignation to the Board Mr. Armstrong 
writes in his letter of the 4th January, 1825, that he tolerated 
Ramlochun’s continuance in office “under the hope that the 
result of his predecessor Debnarain Bose’s appeal to the Right 
Honorable the Governor General in Council would have been a 
restoration to the appointment 1 had nominated him to’’ (p. 467). 

Evidently Debnarayan Bose’s appeal to the Governor Gene¬ 
ral in Council did not lead to his reinstatement as hoped by Mr. 
Armstrong. But the petitions of Pitambar Chaterji referred to 
above enabled Mr. Armstrong to reopen the question again. 
In his first petition Pitambar Chaterji alleged that in their in¬ 
quiries about embezzlement and in dealing with the officers of 
the establishment of the Collectorate who were sent for trial 
and dismissed, Messrs. Molony and Armstrong had acted under 
the guidance of Debnarayan Bose, his (Pitambar’s) enemy, whose 
corrupt practices he had exposed. Pitambar does not also spare 
Mr. Hutchinson, the Magistrate. He writes that after Mr. 
Hutchinson failed to force Debnarayan Bose upon Mr. Digby, 
coolness existed between him (Hutchinson) and Mr. Digby (p. 
471). I have already referred to Mr. Armstrong’s letter regard¬ 
ing Pitambar Chaterji’s petition and given an extract from it. 
In a supplementary petition (no. 228) Pitambar complains that 
Debnarayan Bose farmed certain chakran land in the name of 
another person while he was in public service and retained it for 
12 years. This supplementary petition was also sent to Mr. 
Armstrong for his explanation. In his letter of the 2nd June, 
1825, relating to it, occurs this touching passage: — 

“I know not why I should have been called on for a 
Report on the petition now under reply as the individual against 
whom the charges are brought has been prohibited from holding 
the situation to which I nominated him perhaps the Board may 
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entertain the wish of reinstating him should they on reconsi¬ 
deration find that the former charges were not sufficiently subs¬ 
tantiated I am willing to hope that this may be their object as 
the more I enquire, the more I am disposed to consider such an 
act as one of justice to this individual—As 1 have been antici¬ 
pating that further enquiry would be made into the grounds of 
dismissal. I have not recommended my present Acting Head 
Sheristadar for confirmation because I do not think him so well 
qualified for performing the duties of the office under my 
charge as Debnarain Bose” (pp. 481-482). 

The Acting Head Sheristadar referred to here is Ramlo- 
chun Dutt whose enforced resignation had not been accepted on 
account of the Board’s refusal to reinstate Debnarayan Bose. 

In their reply to Mr. Armstrong’s explanations regarding Pitam- 
bar Chaterji’s petitions the Board stated that as far as his (Pitam- 
bar’s) own reinstatement was concerned the petitions deserved 
no consideration; they had no doubt that in the discharge of 
public duties Messrs. Molony, Hutchinson and Armstrong had 
been actuated by the most honourable motives; but having care¬ 
fully and deliberately considered all the circumstances on the 
records of this department affecting the official character of Deb¬ 
narayan Bose” they found no reason whatsoever to consider the 
orders dismissing him from his office “otherwise than entirely 
just and proper” (no. 234). When Mr. Armstrong obstinately 
persisted in refusing to recommend Debnarayan’s successor 
Ramlochun Dutt for confirmation, the Board lost their patience 
and wrote, “It would have been more becoming to doubt 
whether you yourself had sufficiently considered the duties of 
a Sheristadar in all their bearings nor can the Board easily 
account for your opinion of Ramlochun Dutt differing so widely 
as It appears to do from that entertained of him by Mr. Fortes- 
cue, Mr. Reed and other more experienced Public Officers’’ (no. 

245). The Board might have refused to approve the dismissal 
of Kunjabihari Roy who originally succeeded Debnarayan Bose 
as Head Sheristadar on very similar grounds, for Mr. Miller 
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and other more experienced public officers entertained opinion 
of his capacity that differed widely from that entertained by Mr. 
Armstrong (pp. 340, 416 and 510). But they were prevented from 
doing so on account of the allegation made by Messrs. Molony 
and Armstrong, though declared baseless by Mr. Digby, that 
Kunjabihari Roy was a connection and old dependent of Ram- 
mohun Roy. I have dealt with the efforts made by Messrs. 
Molony and Armstrong to procure the reappointment of Deb- 
narayan Bose at some length because these efforts, more than 
aything else, clearly show that these officers did not begin their 
inquiries into the affairs of the Collectorate of Burdwan with 
open mind. In his summary of the petition of Sibnarayan Roy 
to the Magistrate of Burdwan given in his first report (para 3), 
Mr. Molony also interpolates two fresh charges and represents 
them as accusations, by Sibnarayan himself (pp. 512-513). 

Trial 

As already stated, Mr. Molony sent up to the Magistrate 
of Burdwan for trial five persons, Radhaprasad Roy, Sibnarayan 
Roy, Ramdhan Chaterji, Ramchandra Ganguli and Pitambar 
Chaterji (p. 400). The proceedings of Messrs. Molony and 
Armstrong from the 9th August, 1824,— the wholesale dis¬ 
missal of ministerial officers of the Collectorate supposed to be 
belonging to Radhaprasad Roy’s party, arrest of five of them 
on a charge of embezzlement or abatement of embezzlement, 
reinstatement of Debnarayan Bose the protege of the Maharaja 
of Burdwan, and discovery of some records of the Collectorate 
in two tanks near the house of Radhaprasad Roy must have 
created a sensation at Burdwan. The consequence of these 
early activities of Mr, Molony is thus described by Radhaprasad 
Roy in his petition addressed to the Governor General (Lord 
William Bentinck) in Council on the 27th July, 1828: — 

“At Burdwan such was the immediate and as your Lord- 
ship must at once perceive the necessary effect of those measures, 
that native Officers and the people in general were afraid to be 
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seen in company with your Petitioner as if intercourse with him 
would be regarded as Treason against the state and would con¬ 
sequently subject them to Criminal Prosecution or occasion at 
least the loss of their situations and reputation. Hence every 
one ceased to visit him or even to notice him while in his atten¬ 
dance at the Court and thereby the Treasurer and his friends 
were greatly encouraged to persevere in their false charges and 
to intimidate persons who might otherwise have stood by your 
Petitioner and boldly contradicted what his enemies advanced 
or insinuated against him” (p. 512). 

The preliminary investigation by the Magistrate, Mr. 
Hutchinson, commenced in such an atmosphere. Mr. Molony 
used to sit by the Magistrate, writes Radhaprasad Roy in his 
Persian petition filed in the Sadar Nizamat Adalat on the 13th 
August, 1825, “and in opposition to section 12 Regulation 2 of 
1793 and 2 Regulation 2 of 1813 encouraged the Treasurer and 
his Deputy who confessed their crime and the Treasurer’s father 
who was security for his son and who from consciousness of his 
son’s guilt had paid the embezzled money, to implicate me and 
effect my ruin” (p. 499). Sibnarayan Roy’s and Ramdhan Cha- 
terji’s supporters must have realised that there was no other 
way of escaping with light punishment than proving Radha¬ 
prasad Roy the real author of the embezzlement and them¬ 
selves passive accessories under compulsion. Evidently Ram¬ 
dhan also made a confession to that effect. Rajiblochan Roy, 
father of Sibnarayan, had to come forward to support his son. 
This must have been embarrassing to the father of Radha¬ 
prasad. Rajiblochan Roy, as we have already seen, was an 
old “confidential friend” of Rammohun Roy to whose able 
management of his taluks the latter owed the means of under¬ 
taking his great mission. When the two friends parted, there 
must have been a division in the camp of their common friends 
at Burdwan. 

The preliminary investigation by the Magistrate closed on 
the 14th January, 1825, when all the accused persons with the 



exception of Pitambar Chaterji were committed to Sessions— 
to the Calcutta Court of Circuit, for trial (pp. 469 and 471). 
1 he Court of Circuit visited Burdwan twice every year; first in 
January, and again in July, to try cases committed to Sessions. 
The embezzlement case came up for hearing in the first Sessions 
held in Burdwan in 1825. Mr. ,C- R. Martin, the third judge 
of the Calcutta Court of Circuit, arrived at Burdwan on circuit. 
He took up the embezzlement case on the 31st January, and 
examined the witnesses on behalf of the prosecution and docu¬ 
ments and also defence witnesses summoned by Sibnarayan Roy 
and Ramdhan Chaterji till the 5th February. But “in conse¬ 
quence of the non-attendance of the witnesses of the Prisoner 
Radhaprasad Roy, the case was unavoidably postponed to the 
next Sessions” (p. 469). 

Mr. A. B. Fod, the second judge of the Court of Circuit, 
arrived at Burdwan on the 28th July and resumed the case on 
the 1st August. “Mr. Molony sat every day with the Judge and 
more even than formerly interfered in every transaction.” 
When the deposition of a witness for the prosecution, Ramtanu 
Dutt, was read in the court, he turned round to the Mufti and 
said, “Had 1 been aware that this witness would have given 
such evidence as this I would have had him also committed.” 
He put questions to the witnesses that confused and perplexed 
them. He treated the witnesses for Radhaprasad Roy with 
severity, while the witnesses for the prosecution and for Sib¬ 
narayan received attention due to welcome guests. In a Per¬ 
sian petition submitted to the Sadar Nizamat Adalat on the 13th 
August, 1825, referred to above; Radhaprasad Roy brought 
these grievances to the notice of that tribunal and stated 
that on account of the ill-treatment meted out to his witnesses, 
he was finding it difficult to procure the attendance of those who 
had not yet done so. Though the judge postponed the hearing 
from the 3rd to the 25th August, and immediately summoned 
four of the witnesses, he rejected many of the documents that 
he (Radhaprasad) filed on the 5th August on the ground of 



their not having been presented on the former occasion. The 
petitioner was kept standing all day in the court in the custody 
of police officers. He therefore prayed that Mr. Molony be pro¬ 
hibited from sitting with the judge, the prosecution be conductd 
by the Government Pleader, and the Circuit Judge be enjoined to 
receive the documents filed (pp. 500-501). 

The petition was heard by the officiating Senior Judge of 
the Court of Nizamat Adalat on the 20th August. The Gov¬ 
ernment Pleader who represented Mr. Molony endeavoured to 
offer explanations but was silenced by the Judge (p. 487), who 
ordered that these instructions be issued to Mr. Tob, the Judge 
of the Court of Circuit at Burdwan:— 

“While you admit the Superintendent as prosecutor you 
should on no account allow him to sit on a level with yourself 
or your assessor the Law Officer that you should not permit 
him to put any illegal or improper questions to the witnesses or 
to make any harsh or irrelevant remarks upon their evidence 
that you should not communicate with him in any but the 
native languages so that all which passes between you may be 
intelligible to all present’’ (pp. 488-489). 

As the witnesses summoned on behalf of Radhaprasad 
Roy whose evidence he considered material did not attend on 
the 25th August, the case was postponed to the next Sessions, 
the first Session of 1826. Mr. Molony reported the proceed¬ 
ings of the Court of Circuit to the Government of India in his 
letter of the 12th. September, 1825 (no. 235). In the conclud¬ 
ing paragraph of this letter he writes :— 

“The Government will 1 trust, at the same time be satisfied 
of the difficulty I have to encounter when placed under such 
restrictive orders, in prosecuting public delinquents, to whom 
the utmost indulgence has been allowed in making their defence 
and who are moreover assisted by every sort of intrigue which 
ability and money can command” (pp. 487-488). 

Though Mr. Molony here speaks of delinquents, the body 
of the letter shows that he refers to only one of them, Radha- 



prasact Roy. His father of course spared no exertions to save 
his son. Such exertions were distasteful to Mr. Molony and 
is called by him intrigue. He would probably have deprived 
Radhaprasad of the use of such ability and money on his be¬ 
half if he could. Mr. R. Walpole, the third Judge of the 
Calcutta Court of Circuit, heard the case on the 15th February, 
1826. He acquitted Ramchandra Ganguli, late Head Writer 
of the Burdwan Collectorate, for want of proof of guilt, and 
not on clear proof of innocence. The prosecution and the par¬ 
tisans of Sibnarayan Roy had concentrated their efforts in pro¬ 
ducing evidence to prove that Radhaprasad Roy was primarily 
responsible for the embezzlement , and therefore, were not very 
serious about the conviction of Pitambar Chaterji and Ram¬ 
chandra Ganguli. I he Judge referred the cases of Sibnarain, 
Ramdhan and Radhaprasad to the Sadar Nizamat Adalat. 

The only document published in this volume that refers 
to the trial of Radhaprasad Roy is no. 249, his petition to Lord 
William Bentinck, of the 23rd July, 1828. Herein he informs 
us that he has been “fully acquitted” by the unanimous ver¬ 
dict of the three judges (Messrs. W. Leycester, C. Smith and 
C* I. Sealy) of the Sadar Nizamat Adalat. 

Radhaprasad Roy was probably acquitted by the Sadar 
Nizamat Adalat towards the end of 1826. Referring to 
Radhaprasad’s trial, Rammohun Roy writes to Mr. J. B. Estlin 
on the 7th February, 1829, “For a period of more than two 
years, owing to the most afflicting circumstances arising from 
the hostile feelings of some individuals towards my family, 1 
found myself totally unable to pursue any undertaking or carry 
on correspondence even with those whom I sincerely loved and 
revered.”' 7 The anxieties and exertions on behalf of his son 
seriously affected the health of Rammohun Roy, from the effects 
of which he could not recover even after a year and a half as cer¬ 
tified by his medical attendant, Mr. Alexander Halliday M.D. 

27. Miss Collet, of. «#{., p. 121. 
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e illness which ended in the death of Radhaprasad s mother 
was also produced by the same cause according to her medical 
attendant (p. 519). The outline of the picture of Rammohun 
Roy during the years of Radhaprasad’s trial drawn in latter’s 
petition, is filled in by an independent observer, Colonel Young, 
a disciple of Jeremy Bentham, who writes to his master on the 
30th September, 1830:— 

His whole time also has been occupied for the last two 
years in defending himself and his son against a bitter and 
virulent persecution which has been got up against the latter 
nominally—but against himself and his abhorred free opinions 
in reality—by a conspiracy of his own bigotted countrymen; 
protected and encouraged, not to say instigated, by some of 
ours—influential and official men who cannot endure that a 
presumptuous Black Man’ should tread so closely upon the 
march of mind. Rammohun Roy, after an arduous and pro¬ 
longed battle through a gradation of tribunals, has at length, 
by dint of talent, perseverance, and right, got the better in the 
last resort; but the strife, and the magnitude of the stake, and 
the long despair of justice, have shattered his nerves and im¬ 
paired his digestion and bodily health, and his energies of mind. 
It is now over, and I hope most fervently that he will recover 
himself again.” 28 

In this extract, in addition to a picture of Rammohun Roy 
in the days of his worst troubles, we have the candid opinion 
of a highly placed and highly cultured European friend of his 
relating to the causes of the troubles. In course of the same 
letter Colonel Young writes about the attitude of the Europeans 
towards Rammohun Roy :— 

It is strange that such a man should be looked upon 
coldly, not to say disliked by the mass of Europeans, for he is 
greatly attached to us and our regime. Not that he loves our 
churches, or priests, or lawyers, or politicians, but because he 

28. Bowring, Works of Jeremy Bentham , Vol. XI, p. j. 


considers the contact of our superior race with his degraded 
and inferior countrymen as the only means and chance they 
have of improving themselves in knowledge and energy/* 

But it must not be supposed that when the fate of his son 
was hanging in the balance, Rammohun Roy relaxed his efforts 
to promote the great mission of his life, the reformation of 
Hinduism. When the case of Radhaprasad was pending 
before the Sadar Nizamat Adalat, he founded his Vedanta 
C ollege. Mr, William Adam writes on the 27th July, 1826: — 
Rammohun Roy has lately built a small but neat and 
handsome college, which he calls the Vedanta College, in which 
a few youths are at present instructed by a very eminent Pandit 
in Sanskrit literature, with a view to the propagation and defence 
of Hindu Unitarianism. With this institution he is also 
willing to connect instructions in European science and learn- 
ing, and in Christian Unitarianism, provided the instructions 
are conveyed in the Bengali or Sanskrit language/* 29 


29. Miss Collet, cp. cit., p. 105. 


PART ONE 


SELECTED RECORDS RELATING TO 
THE PRIVATE AFFAIRS OF RAMKANTA ROY, 
JAGAMOHUN ROY & RAMMOHUN ROY 


1 . Letter from the Collector of Burdwan (Mr. Law Mercer) to the Pre¬ 
parer of Reports to the Board of Revenue re: the ground of non-attendance at 
the Khalsa of Ramcaunt Roy and other witnesses. (3 March, 1791). 

Sir. 

I am favored with your letter of the 22d instant desiring me to 
ascertain the truth of the excuses offered for non-attendance by the 
witnesses whose names are specified in a paper sent me enclosed and 
in case they should not appear to be sufficient and well founded to 
send the Parties to the Khalsa with as little delay as possible. 

Three of the persons whose names are specified in this list viz. 
Goculnaut Mitter, Golucknaut Metter and Ramcaunt Roy are Farmers 
whose absence at this time would be highly injurious to the collections 
of the Public Revenue and I therefore request their attendance may 
be dispensed with till the Revenues of the present year are paid up 
none of the others being immediately responsible for the Revenue 1 
have accordingly ordered them to be informed that their attendance 
is required by you at the Khalsa but as the case is a particular one and 
it was not thought necessary to employ me in summoning the eviden¬ 
ces for the Plaintiff I hope 1 shall be allowed to decline taking any fur¬ 
ther measures for enforcing the attendance of Defendants witnesses.* 

2. Letter from the Collector of Burdwan (Mr. L. Mercer) to the Board of 
Revenue intimating his approval of the terms of lease offered by Ramcaunt Roy 
and others for farming certain pergunnahs. (1 May, 1791). 

Sir & Gentlemen, 

I have been favored with your letter of the 27th Ultimo enclosing 
copy of a Petition from Davy Persaud Ghose in which he offers 
Proposals for farming the Pergunnahs of Bursoot Balgurry Azmutshye 
and Baira for the term of nine years commencing with the present 
year ! 198 and desiring me to give my sentiments on the eligibility of 
their being accepted. 

My unwillingness to admit of any considerable Decrease in the 
Jummah is the principal Reason of these Pergunnahs having hitherto 
remained unfarmed but I have now been induced by the necessity 
of the measure and my having in some Degree the sanction of your 
Board to accept Proposals for farming them from four of the most 
responsible men in this District. 


» 
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Copy of the Proposals I have the honor to transmit together with 
a statement of the Jummah compared with that offered by Davy 
Persaud Ghose for the ensuing nine years from which it will appear 
that the present Proposals hold forth an advantage to Government of 
Sa. Rs. 2,42,184. 4. 2. on that period exclusive of securing the 
Revenues for the current year 1197 which will undoubtedly obtain 
them the preference with your Board. 

Having at length with very great difficulty procured the Mofussil 
accounts of Azmutshye Pergunnah I do myself the honor to transmit 
a copy and 1 ranslate of them, but as the Terms now offered by the 
Etmaumdar himself for farming the Pergunnah far exceeds the 
Jummah stated in those accounts this is sufficient to prove them 
extremely erroneous and that they will require a very minute 
Investigation should the present Proposals not meet your approval ; it 
may be proper to mention that the statement of the last and present 
years Jummah of this Pergunnah were transmitted with the others to 
the Preparer of Reports when first ordered for sale. 

Should you be pleased to approve of the present Proposals which 
I hope will be the case as they are the best that are likely to be 
offered I request .1 may have your Permission to grant the Farmers of 
Bairah Balgurry and Azmutshye to the end of the ensuing month of 
Jyete to liquidate the Balance of the present year 1197. 

As I have reason to believe that the Rajah has adjusted the amount 
due from him to Government with your Board there will probably be 
no occasion for selling any portion of his Zemindarry but should I 
have been misinformed I beg leave to recommend the Pergunnah 
Chitwah as the most convenient to be now disposed of.* 

3. Statement of the amount Jummah proposed for the farm of Perg. Bairah 
&o. from 1197~ 1206 B.S. by Ramcaunt Roy. (1 May, 1791). 


Jummah proposed for the Farm of Pergunnah Bairah &ca. in the 
Burdwan District for ten year3 from the Beginning of the Bengal year 
1197 to the end of 1206-1 


Pergunahs 

Farmers 

Security 

Jumma of 
1196 

e 

Band Kummle 
Bundabust 

Moukoof 

Russod 

Bhursoot 

Ramkaunt Roy 

Juggomohun 

Roy 

119389.15.5.1. 

18000.15 5.1. 



* Board of Revenue, O. €. 2 May, 1791, No. 29. 
t Ibid. 
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Jummah of 
1197 

Jummah of 
1198 

Jummah of 
1199 

Jummah of 
1200 

Jummah of 
1201 

Jummah of 
1202 

Jummah of 
1203 

... 

101389 

101389 

101389 

101389 

101389 

101389 


Jummah of 
1204 

Jummah of 
1205 

Jummah of 
1206 

Total 

101389 

101389 

101389 

1013890 


4. Comparative statement of the terms offered for farming Perg. Bhursoot 
by Ramcaunt Roy and others. (1 May, 1791). 


Comparative statement betwixt the Terms offered for farming the 
Pergunnahs of Baira &c. by Dabeepersaud Ghose for nine years 
from 1198 to 1206 and those offered by Ganganarain Mitra &c.* 


Pergunnahs 

Farmers 

Amount Jummah for 
nine years offered by 
Dabeepersaud Ghose 

Amount 
Jummah for 
nine years off¬ 
ered by Gunga¬ 
narain Metree 
&c. 

Difference in favour 
of the present 
proposals 

Bhursoot Ramkaunt Roy 

844509.7. 

912501 

67991.9. 


Burdwan 1st May 1791 
Errors Excepted 
(Signed) L. Mercer 
Collr. 

5. Letter from the Board of Revenue to the Collector of Burdwan (Mr. L. 
Mercer) intimating their approval of the offer of Ramcaunt Roy and others for 
farming different pergunnahs in Burdwan. With Board’s orders. (2 May, 1791 ). 

Sir* 

We have received your two letters of the 1st Instant with their 
Enclosures. 

We authorize you to accept the proposals of Gunganarain Mittre. 
Kistkaunt Ghose and Buddenchund Mittre for the farms of Bairah. 
Balgurrie, and Azmutshye for 10 years from 1197 to 1206 as well as 
those of Ramkaunt Roy for Bhursoot, for 9 years, from 1198 to 1206. 

Altho* you remark in your Letter that these proposals secure the 
Revenue for 1197, without excepting Bhursoot, yet, as in the state- 

* Board of Revenue, O- C. 2 May, 1791, No. 29. 
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ment of the proposals enclosed no Jumtna of this Pergunnah is speci¬ 
fied for 1197, we conclude the Farmer has not proposed to engage 
for that year. On this however we desire further information from you. 


The Zemindar not having adjusted his balance with us, as sup¬ 
posed by you, we desire you will transmit us the necessary accounts 
of the Jumma of Pergunnah Chitwah, or of such portion thereof, 
as may be sufficient to enable us to sell the same for the liquidation 
of the amount due accompanying the accounts with your opinion on 
the Jumma that should be assessed for 1198 and the ensuing 8 years. 

We enclose you copy of a letter from the Preparer of Reports 
informing us that there were no bidders for Azmutshye or Arsah. 

For the reasons stated by you we authorize you to accept the 
proposal of Roopnarain Ghose for the farm of Arsah for 10 years, 
unless Hur Shumboo Roy shall have attended and executed his 
Engagements under sufficient security. 

We are &ca. 

Board’s Orders: 

Ordered the Preparer of Reports be desired to advertize, and 
make the Sale of Pergunnah Chitwa at an early date for the dis¬ 
charge of the sums due from the Zemindar of Burdwan to Govern¬ 
ment, the Jumma to be fixed on which will be hereafter communi¬ 
cated to him. 

Ordered the Letter this day written to the Collector of Burdwan 
relative to the Information required from him on the 18th Ultimo be 
not sent to him, the Information having been received. * 

6. Letter from the Preparer of Reports to the Board of Revenue informing 
of the sale by public auction of Perg. Chitwa, (24 May, 1791). 

Gentlemen, 

I have the honor to inform you that the Pergunnah of Chittoah 
was exposed to sale by Public Auction at the Khalsa on the 20th 
Instant and purchased for Kirpa Mai Mustofe, by Bholanaut for the 
sum of 510 Sa. Rs. agreeably, to the enclosed copy of the account 
sales. 

The conditions of sale were as usual, with the addition only 
of the clause relative to the Poolbundy of the Pergunah communi¬ 
cated to me in your Secretary’s Letter of the 20th Instant, t 

* Board of Revenue, O. C. 2 May, 1791, No. 35* 
t Records of the Burdwan Collectorate, Vol. 16, No. 111. 
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7. Statement of lands belonging to Keerpamoy M us toffee in Burdwan sold ai 
the above public auction. (14 July, 1794). 

Statement of lands belonging to Keerpamoy Mustoffee in Burdwan 
sold at Public Auction at the Revenue Board Office* 


Pergunnahs 

Mehals 

Purchasers 

Nett Jummah of 
the Mehauls 

Amount of 
Sale 

Perg. Chittooah 

Turruf Hurrikissen- 




pore ... 500 

Do. Hurreiam- 

Raasbaary Sing 

25,532.6.10 

5600 


pore ... 500 

Do. Gadyghatta 

Jug Mohun 

25,883.14.12 

9970 


... 236 

Rajechunder Roy 

19,163.6.14.3 

4725 

20295 


Revenue Board 
the 14th July, 1794. 


(Sd) G. Dowdeswell 
Sub Secy. 


8. Letter from the Collector of Burdwan (Mr. S, Davis) to the Board of 
Revenue re: giving possession of Hurreerampore &ca. to Jugmohun Roy and 
others. With Board’s Order. (14 August, 1794 ). 

Gentlemen, 

Raasbehary Sing and Jugmohun who were purchasers at 
the sale of Chittowa (mentioned in your Secretary's Letter of the 15th 
Ultimo) being desirous of obtaining possession as soon as possible, 
I request you will be pleased to inform me if they have yet fulfilled the 
conditions of the sale.f 
Board s Order. 

Ordered that the Collector be informed that the Board 
authorize him to give possession to- the Purchasers at the sale of 
Chittooah alluded to by him, they having complied with the conditions 
of sale. 

9. Letter from the Sub-Secretary of the Board of Revenue to the Collector 
of Burdwan (Mr, Samuel Davis) ordering him to put Jugmohun Roy and others in 
possession of the several mehals of Chitwa purchased by them at the above public 
auction. (19 August, 1794). 

Sir, 

I he Board of Revenue direct me to acquaint you that Raasbaary 
Sing, Jugmohun Roy, and Rajechund Roy, having paid the purchase 
money of the Lands bought by them at Public Auction in the 


* Records of the Burdwan Collectorate, Vol, 21, p. 46 
t Board of Revenue O. C. 19 Aug., 1794, No. 4- 
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rergunnah of Chitooah, they desire you will accordingly put them 
in possession of the Lands agreeably to the statement transmitted 
to you on the 15th ultimo.* 

10 . Letter from the Judge to the Collector of Burdwan (Mr, Robert Ireland) 
re: a suit between Maharajah Tejchund and Ramcaunt Roy. (11 July, 1796). 

Maharajah Feze Chund.-Plaintiff 
-vs- 

Ramkaunt Roy...Defendant 
Sir, 

In the course of Proceedings in the above cause, reference has 
been had by both Parties to Proceedings of enquiry held and a 
Decision said to have been passed by Mr. Ducarel as Commissioner 
here in the years 1780 & 1781 as amongst my Records no trace appears 
of his commission or the exercise of its functions, and as at that period 
I believe the superintendance of the Awdalut was vested in the 
Collector I beg to know if amongst your records of office you have 
any original or copies of Proceedings in this cause either held by the 
Collector or by Mr. Ducarel and that if you have any such you will 
be pleased to furnish them for my information.t 

11 . Reply from the Collector of Burdwan to the above letter. (23 July, 1796). 

Sir, 

In reply to your Letter of the 11th instant 1 beg leave to inform 
you that there neither the original or copies of Proceedings in the 
Cause wherein the Maha Razah Tezchund is Plaintiff and Ramkaunt 
Roy Defendant or of any other during the years 1782-3 in my office .t 

12 . Statement of the Mehals let In farm to Ramcaunt Roy. (25 August, 1798). 

Statement of the Mehals let in farm to Sudder Renters and which 


are not included in Zemindars Tahood.§ 


Mahals 

Farmers 

Annual Jumma payable to 
Government 

P. Bhoorseet. 

Rfimraxint Roy.. - Trt 

102970.10 

5! ,93d.11.9.2. 

P. Gopebhoom. 

[)n ..,.... 



Burdwan (Sd) R. Ireland 

25th August 1796. Collr. 


* Records of the Burdwan Collectorate, Vol. 21, No. 11. 
t Records of the Burdwan Collectorate, Vol. 25, p. 95, 

X Records of the Burdwan Collectorate, Vol. 31, No. 331 
§ Records of the Burdwan Collectorate, Vol. 32, p. 56. 
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SELECTIONS FROM OFFICIAL LETTERS AND DOCUMENTS 


13. Petition of Jugmohun Roy to the Board of Revenue re: the transfer 
certain mehals in Burdwan purchased by him privately. 


of 


The humble petition of Jugmohun Roy 
Inhabitant of Mozah Ramchunderpore 
in Burdwan 

Most Humbly Sheweth, 

For the Balance of 1203 B. S, 

I he Secretary to the Board having disposed of for the recovery of the 
arrears of Revenue due from that District. On this consideration the 
several Mahauls were purchased by Ranmeedy Ghose, Surroopchund 
Roy and Ramchunder Sein but owing to their unability to pay the 
whole of their purchase money a private purchase was made by them 
of three mehauls as follows— 

Sudder Amount purchase 
Jumma by private sale 
Ramnnedy Ghose ... Hoodah Russickpore...4336. 13. 17. 14000 

Surroopchund Roy ... ,, Poorungong...l494. 6. 9. 2. 17000 

Ramchunder Sein ... , f Paurooleah 

(in Turf. Burdah) 

8 muhuls. ...2225 5000 

Your petitioner having taken a KoWallah with the signatures and 
seal of the Cauzis and Registered by the Collector since that period 
your petitioner has possession of these mehauls and paid the malgu- 
zarry to the Collector no arrears are due from your petitioner, your 
petitioner addressed the Collector to transfer the mehals to your peti¬ 
tioner he then ordered your petitioner to pay the Russoom &ca, 
which your petitioner complied with. But some time after the death 
of the late Collector Mr. Robert Ireland and the trick of the amlahs 
still your petitioner have not obtained possession. Therefore your 
petitioner most humbly prays your honor will be so good as to direct 
the acting Collector to transfer the above mentioned mehauls to your 
petitioner. 

And your petitioner &c.* 

Rev. Bd. (A true copy) (Sd) 111. 


14. Account purchase of Govindpore and Rammesserpore. (April, 1799.) 

Account Sale of the Lands situated in the District of Burdwan lately 
the property of Ramnedhy Ghose and others sold by public Auction at 

# Records of the Burdwan Collectorate, Vol. 46, No. 157. 
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^utcnerry of the Collector of Burdwan for the recovery of the 


arrears of Revenue due from them to Government on account of 


1205 B.S.* 


Lots 

Mahals sold 

No. of 
villages 

Purchasers 

Sudder 

Jumma 

Jumma of 
the Tana- 
dary Lands 
resumed 

Total Sudder 
Jumma pay¬ 
able to Govt. 

30 

Govindpore 

16 

Gungadhur 
Chose inht. 
Kishenughur 
in Jehanabad 

9789.5.1. 


9789.5.1. 

47 

Rammessur- 

pore 

34 

Ramtunoo Roy 
Radhanagur 

P. Jehanabad 

10873.8.3. 

91.9.14. 

10965.1.17. 



Amount Sale 


Balance due 
to Govt. 

Deposit of 

15% upon the 
amount sale 

Balance 

Total 


465 

2635. 

3,100 

... 

187.8 

1062.8 

1250 


Burdwan 4, 5 & 6 of April, 1799 
(Signed) T. H. Ernst. 

Actg. Collr. 


15. Letter from the Collector of Burdwan (Mr. Ynyr. Burges) to the Board of 
Revenue re: the petition of Jugmohun Roy for transfer of certain mehals pur¬ 
chased by him privately. (13 May, 1799). 

Gentlemen, 

I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your Sub Secre- 
tarys Letter of the 30th ultimo covering copy of a Petition from Jug¬ 
mohun Roy and desiring a report thereon. 

As far as I can learn the reason that the complainant has not had 
the three Mehals separated, which he purchased by Private Sale 
from Ramneedy Ghose, Serroopchund Roy and Ramchunder Sein, is 
that there is great reason to believe that the hustabood Jumma of the 
Mehals authorised a much larger allotment of the Sudder Jumma, than 
what they are rated at in the Deed of Sale, which if admitted, would 
endanger the security that Government ought to possess in the remain¬ 
ing portion of the Estate. 


* Board of Revenue, Mis. Procgs. Account Sale, Burdwan Dist., 1794-1806, 
pp. 236-37- 
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1 he Mehals in question are well known to have been purchased by 
the Late Ranny, in the names of the Parties above mentioned, and as 
jugmohun is the son of Ramcaunt Roy who possessed the uncontrould 
management of the Ranny s affairs, there are grounds to suppose that 
this private sale to his son is entirely an act of his own, and that the 
parties who signed the Cowalah, had never further Interest in the 
lands, than permitting them to be purchased and stand in their names 
till the transfer by private sale to Jugmohun,, 

If the Board will refer to the price stated to have been paid as the 
Amount Purchase by private sale. In the Complainants Petition, they 
will perceive that 17000 Rs. is the price of Poorungong which only 
bears a sudder Jumma of Rs. 1494. 6. 9. 2 which gives rise to the 
supposition that the mofussii assets must be very considerable—to 
have admitted of such an Extensive Price having been paid for a 
mehal the sudder assessment of which is stated to be so comparatively 
small. * 


16. Statement showing the Jumma Stc of Hurreerampore. (12 June, 1799), 

Statement Exhibiting the Losses that Government have sus¬ 
tained from the repeated sale of the same Land in Pergunnah 
Chuttooah, arising as is supposed from the Purchases having been 
made Benamey.f 

Perg. Chuttooah 

Lots. T. Hurreerampore—Sudder jumma—25,883.14.12,2.—Purchased 
by Jugmohun Roy of Kishenagur who is still in posse¬ 
ssion, and has paid the sudder Malgozarry regularly to 
the end of 1205 B. S. 

Burdwan (Sd) Y. Burges 

12th June 1799. Collr. 

17. Proceedings of a meeting of the Board of Revenue to consider Jugmohun 
Roy’s petition for the postponement of the sale of Hooda Paroolea purchased by 
him. (9 July 1799). 

At a Meeting of the Board of Revenue 
Present 

T homas Graham Esqr. Acting President 
G. Hatch & ) 

J. Buller j Esqrs. 

I he President absent 

Mr. Harington on duty at the Sudder Dewanee Adawlut. 

* Records of the Burdwan Collectorate, Vol. 47, No. 28. 
t Records of the Burdwan Collectorate, Vol. 47, No. 88. 
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The Acting President lays before the Board the following petition 
from Jugmohun Roy, at the same time acquainting them that he direct¬ 
ed the Secretary to suspend the sale of the lands alluded to in it, until 
Wednesday the 17th July or 4th Sawon next for the following reasons.— 
First, Because the Collector had omitted to report the amount of 
the arrear due on account of the lands ordered for sale as directed in the 
Boards circular orders of the 24th December last. 

Secondly, Because it appeared to him that altho* there was every 
ground to suppose that the lands claim’d by the Petitioner, were liable 
to be sold, as composing a part of a joint undivided Estate, still it might 
be satisfactory to ascertain all the circumstances of the case previous to 
proceeding to an actual sale of the lands. 

The Acting President accordingly suggests that the substance of 
the above remarks be communicated to the Collector of Burdwan for 
the explanation and information alluded to in it.* 

Read the petition above referred to as follows. 


18. Petition of Jugmohun Roy on the above matter. With Board s order, 
(8 July, 1799). 

To William Cowper Esqr, 

President 6c Members of the Board of Revenue 
Petition of Juggomohun Roy Zemindar of the Hooda Paroolea. 

In the advertisement for the sale of the Tuppa Burda a Lotbundee 
was made including therewith the Hooda of Paroolea which was pur¬ 
chased by me. 1 have had the honor of laying before you several Arzees 
upon this subject, but still you were pleased to persevere in 
directing the lands to be sold agreeable to the 1st Article of the Regula¬ 
tions of 1793.—I pray your Board to consider that these are not lands 
which descended to me from, my forefathers whereby there might be 
some reason for their being sold I have all along duly discharged the 
Rents of the Company under separate agreements which 1 entered into 
with Government; It can never happen that the lands of Paroolea 
should be sold to make up a balance of Revenue due from Ramchunder 
Sein; moreover should the Tuppa of Burda be sold without at all includ¬ 
ing the lands of Paroolea it would yield considerably more than the 
balance due to Government. 

I am therefore compelled to state with deference that I must con¬ 
sider the Order of your Board for the sale of my lands of Paroolea as 
a matter of great injustice to me, and being therefore dissatisfied with 


Board of Revenue, PrOcgs. 9 July, 1799. 
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that Order I have appealed to the Governor General m Council agree¬ 
able to the 25th Article of the Regulations of 1793. And I beg that 
until the event of my appeal be known that the sale of the lands of 
Paroolea (consisting of eight Mozas and yielding a Jumma of two thou¬ 
sand two hundred and twenty five Rupees) may be countermanded; 
and that the lands of the Fuppa Burda be only sold.* 

Board’s Order. 

The Board concurring in the sentiment of the Acting 
President. Ordered that the Collector be instructed accordingly. 

19. Letter from the Collector of Burdwan (Mr. Y. Burges) to the Board of 
Revenue res Jugmohun Roy's petition mentioned above. (12 July, 1799). 

Gentlemen, 

I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your Letter Dated 
the 9th Instant, covering copy of a Petition presented to your Board, 
by Jugumohun Roy who has induced the Board to suspend the sale 
of Tuppah Burdah for the following reasons. 

1st. Because the amount of arrear due on account of the Lands 
ordered for sale, was omitted to be stated. 

2d. Because it appears to the Board, that although the Lands 
claimed by the Petitioner are liable to be sold, as composing a part 
of a Joint undivided Estate, still it might be satisfactory to ascertain 
all the circumstances of the case, previous to the sale taking place. 

3d. It appears from a copy of the statement of Tuppah Burdah, 
the original of which was transmitted to the Board, with my letter 
of the 25th May last, that the Balance due to Government is stated 
at Sa. Rs. 34078.6.4.1. 

4th. The Petitioner Jugmohun’s assertion, that he has discharged 
the rents of Government, as separate engagements, is without founda¬ 
tion, as there has been no engagements entered into with him as yet. 
The Revenues of the 8 Mozahs denominated poorahleah are parti¬ 
cularly expressed in the chellaun to be paid on account of Ramchunder 
Sein, the person in whose name, Burdah at present stands. 

5th. Fhe particular circumstances under which Jugmohun, objects 
to the 8 Mozahs in question being included in the Lot Bundy of 
i uppah Burdah, arises from the circumstance of his having pur¬ 
chased them by private sale, from Ramchunder Sein and which 
the latter acknowledges, and has with Jugmohun, frequently re¬ 
quested might be separated, but owing to a doubt arising as to the 
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airness of the sudder Jumma which the 8 Mozahs are stated at in 
the Cowallah or Bill of Sale, which cannot be ascertained with¬ 
out a Butwarrah, or Investigation that neither of the parties have 
yet applied for, no separation has been made. 

There is another circumstance which I think necessary to mention. 
Rajah Tez chund has delivered in a Durkaust, requesting that no 
private transfer of any Lands* made by Ramchunder Sein* be separat¬ 
ed, as he asserts that all lands standing in his name, are Benaumy pur¬ 
chases of his late mother, the Mahah Ranny, with whose funds they 
were purchased, and which will, eventually, revert to him, as the 
Heir of the Mahah Ranny, consequently, that Ramchunder Sein can 
have no right to dispose of, or alienate lands, under such circums¬ 
tances as he simply holds them in Trust for the late Maharanny Bishen 
Coer. 

Should the 8 Mozahs claimed by Jugmohun be kept back, and not 
sold with lot Fuppah Burdah, in which they are included, there is no 
knowing what deprivation such circumstance may occasion in the 
aggregate Hustabood of the Tuppah, for although the Sudder Jumma 
of these 8 Mozahs, is stated at Rs. 2225 it may so happen, that the 
Mofussil Hustabood of them, may amount to double or quadruple that 
sum. I therefore am of opinion, that in order to avoid injuring the 


assets of the Tuppah, that 
component part thereof.* 


the 8 Mozahs in question, be sold as a 


20. Precept from the Registrar Burdwan Dewany Adawlut to the Collector 
of Burdwan (Mr. Burges) re: a suit between Jugmohun Roy and Maharajah 
Tez Chund. With its return. (29 August, 1799). 

Z1LLAH BURDWAN DEWANNY ADAWLUT 

Jugmohun Roy...Plaintiff 

-vs- 

Shaumsunder Roy 
& 

Mahah Rajah Tez Chund 

Sir, 

Whereas in the above suit instituted under Regulation 49 of 1793. 
It has been alledged, that the Act of dispossession complained of, 
was sanctioned by you, in consequence of Orders from the Board of 
Revenue, you are hereby required to state, whether you gave any 
such authority, to the Defendants or to either of them, to dispossess 
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the Plaintiff of Turruf Russuckpore, and if so, the grounds upon which 
such authority was given* you are also desired to state, for the in¬ 
formation of the Court, in whose name the said Turruf at present 
stands recorded in your office, the name of the person to whom the 
Authority for holding the Pooneah, was addressed, and to whom 
delivered, and in order that the Court may have the fullest informa¬ 
tion on the subject before them, you are further desired to transmit 
attested copies of any correspondence which you may have held with 
the Board of Revenue, and of their Orders to you, respecting it. * 

By order of the Court this 
29th August 1799 
(Sd) Chas. Richd. Blunt 
Regr. 

In return to this Precept, I hereby certify that 1 never sanctioned 
Maharajah Tez chund or Shaumsunder Roy, from myself, or by 
order of the Board of Revenue, to take possession of Turruf 
Russuckpore. Turruf Russuckpore stands upon my record, in the 
name of Ramneedy Ghose To whom the Pooneah Purwannah, and 
all Demands for Revenue are addressed, and either delivered to him 
or his Representative, and the Chellauns which accompany the 
Revenue are subscribed, with the name of Ramneedy Ghose. 

I also further certify that the accompanying attested copies of 
Letters, compose the whole of the correspondence that has passed 
between me and the Board of Revenue upon the representations made 
by Jugmohun Roy at the Presidency. 

Burdwan (Sd) Y. B. 

3d September 1799. Collr. 

In the correspondence which accompanied this Precept, vide 
Board’s Letter and Enclosure of the 30th April 1799. Collector’s 
Letter 13th May 1799. Board’s Letter of 21st May 1799. Board’s 
Letter and Enclosure of the 9th July I 799 and Collector’s answer of the 
12th July 1799. 

(Sd) Y. B. 

Collr. 

* Records of the Burdwan Collectorate, Vol. 47, No. 246. 
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21. Letter from the Collector of Burdwan (Mr. Y. Burges) to the Board of 
Revenue suggesting attachment of the lands of Ramcaunt Roy for arrears due 
to Government. (14 November, 1799). 

Gentlemen, 


Ram Caunt Roy, who holds the Farm of the Pergunnah Boorsoot 
and Guallaboom under the security of his son, having with him 
absconded, to avoid the operation of some Decrees passed against 
him in the Adawlut, 1 beg leave to suggest the expediency of attaching 
the Pergunnah, for altho the Revenues have been hitherto paid 
up regularly, there is no saying, as this is the season of the heavy 
collections, and the last year of the Farmers lease whether from the 
above circumstance, the person left in charge by Ram Caunt Roy 
may not embezzle and misappropriate the Revenues, to guard against 
which, I am induced to propose the above measure being adopted 
immediately, for if it is delayed, till after the month of Poos, little, if 
any assets can be expected from the Pergunnah, 

[he Jumma of the Pergunnah farmed by Ramcaunt Roy payable 
to Government is Sa. Rs. 154902. 5. 9. 2. of which sum there has 
been paid to the end of Cautic 76, 419. * 


22. Letter from the Board of Revenue to the Collector of Burdwan (Mr. Y. 
Burges) authorizing him to attach the lands of Ramcaunt Roy, (22 
November, 1799). 


Sir, 

1 am directed by the Board of Revenue to acknowledge the receipt 
of your letter of the 14th instant, and to acquaint you that 
notwithstanding the circumstances stated by you, they have doubts of 
the propriety of attaching the lands farmed by Rarnkunt Roy, but that 
they authorize you to proceed to an immediate attachment, should the 
representatives of the farmer fail to make good his engagements with 
Government, f 


23. Letter from the Collector (Mr. Y. Burges) to the Judge of Burdwan (Mr. 
G. Thompson) asking to comply with the terms of a Perwannah issued to put 
Ramcaunt Roy in confinement. (29 April, 1800). 


Sir, 

Understanding the Company Vakeel is too unwell to attend the 
Court 1 request the favor of your complying with the motion which I 


# Records of the Burdwan Collectorate, Vol. 47, No. 329. 
t Records of the Burdwan Collectorate, Vol. 41, No. 120. 
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intended making to the Court thro the Vakeel of Government for the 
immediate confinement of Ram Gaunt Roy as sett forth in the 
accompanying Perwanah.* 


24. Letter from the Collector of Burdwan (Mr. R. Cunynghame) to the Board 
of Revenue re: Ramcaunt Roy and Jugmohun Roy, (11 July, 1800). 

Gentlemen, 

Par- 1st. Not having received any information regarding the sale 
of the Lands of Rogonat Singh which were ordered to be sold at the 
Presidency on the 23d of June, and as the collections of the 
current year will immediately commence, I request to be favored 
with your instructions, whether the sezawuls are to proceed to make 
the collections; and if so, whether the Revenue remitted by them is 
to be kept in deposit until the sale may take place, and the Purchaser 
shall be put in possession. 

Para 2d. I have also to acquaint you that Jugmohun Roy Talookdar 
of Hurreerampore has discharged the Balance of Sa. Rs. 203- 14. 1. 2. 
account the past year, but a Balance of Sa, Rs. 2851. 6. being due 
from his father Ramcaunt Rai the late farmer of Bursoot &c. for 
whom he was security and who is generally understood to be the 
actual proprietor of Hurreerampore, although it is registered in the 
name of his son, 1 have therefore to request your orders whether he 
is to be permitted to commence the collections of the current year, 
or what measures are to be adopted for realizing the heavy Balance 
due for the lands formerly let in farm to Ramcaunt Rai. 

Par. 3d. Ramcaunt Rai is in confinement for this Balance, and 
although he is very able to discharge it, yet as the Rajah of Burdwan 
has a large demand against him, for which he knows he would be 
detained even were he to discharge the Balance due to Government, 
he is therefore backward in paying the amount. 

Par. 4th. With a view of preventing any confusion in making the 
current collections from these Mehals, I have to entreat your early 
instructions on the points now submitted to your consideration, f 


* Records of the Burdwan Collectorate, Vol. 47. 
t Board of Revenue* O. C. 15 July, 1800* No. 14. 
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25. Report of the balance of rent due from Ramcaunt Roy on account of p. 
Bhoorseet for 1200 B. S. (30 January, 1801). 

Report upon the Balances of 1200 B.S.* 


Mehals 

j Sudder Jumma 

Balance due to Govern' 
ment on the 1st 
Caurtick 1207 B. S. 

Remarks 

Mahals the property 

of dissenting pro¬ 
prietors and in the 
hands of Farmers *— 
P. Bhoorseet 

102970.10. 

2851.6. 

For the recovery of this 
Balance a portion of a 
Tallook of the farmers 
security is now under 
order for sale on the 5th 
Feb. 1801. 


(Sd) R. Cunynghame 

Collr. 


26. tetter from the Collector of Burdwan (Mr. R. Cunynghame) to the 
Board of Revenue re: the postponement of the sale of Hurreerampore. With 
Board’s Order. (26 February, 1801). 

Gentlemen, 

1st. I have the honor to acquaint you that in obedience to 
your Orders of the 30th of December, a portion of Hurreerampore 
was put up to public sale on the 5th Instant, and that only the 
sum of Sicca Rupees 450 was offered for it. 

2. Being of opinion that this trifling offer for Lands bearing 
Jumma of Sicca Rupees 5,146*17. proceeded from the sale being 
oidered at so advanced a period of the year, and that it will be 
necessary to dispose of another portion of the Estate for arrears 
of assessment account the current year, it appeared to me instead of 
subdividing the Lands into two Lots, more advisable to postpone 
the sale, and to sell such portion at the close of this year in one 
Lot, as may be sufficient to satisfy the former Balance, together with 
such arrear as may be outstanding at the expiration of 1207 B. S. 

3d. Should you be of opinion that 1 have acted properly in 
postponing the sale, 1 shall take particular care to transmit the 
necessary statements immediately upon the expiration of the current 
year.f 

Order of the Board.—Agreed that the Collector of Burdwan be 
informed the Board approve of his having postponed the 
sale of the Portion of Hurreerampore which was advertised for 
sale on the 5th Ultimo and his intention of furnishing a 
statement of such portion of this Estate as he may deem 
sufficient to recover by a sale the amount which may be due 
from it at the expiration of the year. 


* Records of the Burdwan Colldctorate, Vol. 48. 
t Board of Revenue, O.C. 3 March, 18QI, No. 14. 
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27. Statement of the Sudder Jumma and rent produce of Turruf Hurreeram- 
pore, (23 April, isoi). 

Statement Showing the Rent Produce of Sudder Jumma of 
F. Hurreerampore.* 


Mehals 

Rent Produce of the Estate 

Total 

Average 
produce of 
the Estate 

Account 

1205 B. S. 

Account 

1206 B. S. 

Account 
1207 B. S. 

Somenagur 





• ’ 

&c. 

1898.5.5. 

1893.9.17 

1876.12.10. 

5688.11.12. 

1889.9.3.3, 

Hurrerampore 

26569.15.17 

27533.15.16 

26667.13.14. 

80771.13.7 

26923.15.2.2. 

Total 

28468.5.2. 

29427.9 J3 

28544.10.4. 

86440.8.19. 

28813.8.6.1. 


Deduct Malikana <fcc. 

Sudder Jumma 

Rate per 

Rupee 

Amount 

1.12.2. 

T.ll/2 

192.2.12.2. 

1697 . 6 . 11 .!. 

... 

2736.7.12.1. 

24186.7.10.1. 

I 

2928.10.4.3 

25883.14.1.2. 


Burdwan 23d April 1801 
(Sd) R. Cunynghame 


Collr. 

28. Letter from the Collector of Burdwan (Mr. R. Cunynghame) to the Board 
of Revenue re: Hurreerampore. With Board’s Order. (23 April, 1801). 

Gentlemen, 

On the 23d ultimo 1 had the honor to transmit a statement of 
lands proposed for sale in liquidation of Balances due from the 
Proprietors, in which was included the Talook of Hurrerampore the 
property of Jugmohun Roy, and which you were pleased to order for 
sale on the 9th of May next. 

P. 2. The total Balance due at the period of transmitting the state¬ 
ment, amounted to Sa. Rs. 11,942, 1.2. which has since been reduced 
to Sa. Rs. 9600.8.1.2. 

1 . 3. The Proprietor having now applied to me for permission to 
dispose of a portion of his Estate by private sale, and that the remain¬ 
der should be sold in discharge of the arrears which will amount to Sa. 
Rs. 7600.8.1.2. after paying in Sa. Rs. 2000 the amount purchase 

Records of the Burdwan Collectorate, Vol. 52. 
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money of the portion proposed to be sold by private bargain, and 
being of opinion that the neat arrears may be recovered by the sale 
of a portion of the Lands, and that the proposal made by the pro¬ 
prietor is not otherwise objectionable, 1 beg leave to suggest that he 
be permitted to transfer the Mehal Sumnagar, Bearing a Sudder 
Juma of Sa. Rs. 1697.6.1 1.1. by private sale, and that the remaining 
Lands bearing a Sudder Juma of Sa. Rs. 24,186.7.10.1. be put up to 
public sale on the 9th Proxo. 

P. 4. It having been necessary to make the Hustabood of the 
Entire Estate, with a view to adjust the assessment upon the portion 
of it to be transferred to Midnapore, 1 directed the sezawul to furnish 
me with the Hustabood Papers for three years, and the assessment now 
allotted upon the two portions has been adjusted according to the 
average neat produce, as exhibited in the accompanying statement. 

P. 5. The Mehal of Sumnagar will continue annexed to this 
District and the remaining Lands will be annexed to Midnapore.* 
Board’s Order : 

Ordered that the statement which accompanied the above 
Letter be deposited among the Separate Records N/O, and that the 
Collector of Burdwan be informed that the Board do not think proper 
to comply with the prayer of the Petition of the proprietor of Talook 
Hurreerampore, and accordingly desire he will proceed to the sale of 
the entire Estate unless the arrears be previously discharged. 


Statement shewing the Rent Produce and Sudder Jumma of 
T. Hurriramporet 


Mehals 

Rent Produce of the Estate 

Total 

Average 
produce of 
the Estate 


Account 

1205 B. S. 

Account 

1206 B. S. 

Account 

1207 B. S. 



Hurrirampore 

&c. 

26569-15.17. 

27533.15.16 

26667.13.14. 

80771.13.7. 

26923.15.2.2. 


Deduct Malikana &c. 

Sudder Jumma 

Rate per 
Rupee 

Amount 


... 

2736.7.12.1. 

24186.7.10.1 


Burdwan 23d April 1801 

(Sd) R. Cunynghame 

Collr. 


* Board of Revenue, O.C. 28 April, 1801, No. 65. 

Board of Revenue, O.C. 23 April, 1801, Separate N/O. 
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2d. Letter from the Collector of Burdwan (Mr. R. Cunynghame) to the Board 
record. (15 May, 1801). 

of Revenue res the sale of Hurreerampore. With Board’s Order and Separate 

Gentlemen, 

P. I. Under the following circumstances I beg leave to propose 
that the entire Estates contained in the accompanying statement No. 1 
be advertised for sale at the Presidency on such future day as you 
shall be pleased to appoint. 

P. 2. These Lands were put up to sale at this Cutcherry on the 
9th Instant and subsequent days, but the price offered for them being 
very inconsiderable, and no offer at all having been made for Bilsurrah, 
it appears to me advisable that they be exposed for sale at the 
Presidency. 

P. 3. The accompanying statement marked No. 2 exhibits the 
Jumma of each Estate, the Balance due to Government, and 
the amount offered when the Lands were put up to sale at this 
Gutcherry. 

P. 4. With respect to Hurreerampore the Property of Jugmohun 
Roy, 1 deem it my duty to state that on the 13th Instant the Proprietor 
presented a petition to me, stating that the Boro Crops, from which he 
expected to have received a sum nearly adequate to discharging the 
arrears due to Government, had been utterly destroyed by storms of 
hail which happened in the months of Chyte and Bysack, and praying 
that Government would for the present be pleased to receive from him 
Sicca Rupees 3,000 in part of the arrears, and permit him to discharge 
the residue being 6,300.8. 1.2. by Instalments during five months. 

P. 5, It is to be observed that this Talook was proposed for sale 
in, discharge of the arrears due from it account the past year, and of 
arrears account 1206 due from Ramcaunt Rai, Farmer of Bhoorsut 
&ca. and Father of the Talookdar, who was his security. It being well 
known that Ramcaunt Rai, who is a man of property, could, if in¬ 
clined, immediately discharge the arrears due on account of his Farm, 
and also the amount due from his son s Estate, and as the present repre¬ 
sentation of the alleged calamity, which I imagine must be exaggerated, 
was not received until several days after the Lands had been put up to 
sale, I do not conceive that the prayer of the Petitioner is worthy of much 
consideration. It appearing however that a report was received from 
the Sezawul under date the 6th Instant, stating that th$ Boro Crops had 
been damaged, I have therefore directed him to ascertain as far as 
practicable the extent of the damage sustained, and the result of his 
enquiries when received shall be submitted to the Board. Supposing 
however that the calamity in question has actually befallen the Estate, 
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as 2,851. 6. of the arrears (exclusive of Interest) is due on account of the 
farm of Bhoorseet &ca, for 1206, the Talookdar, who* was the Farmers 
security, has not the smallest claim to have his Lands exempted from 
sale, on account of damage sustained in the end of 1207 and the com¬ 
mencement of 1208, especially as from the small sum offered for the 
Lands on the 9th Instant, it cannot be expected that they will produce 
a sum more than adequate to the discharge of the arrears due account 
the farm. 

P. 6. I have also to state that the agent of the Proprietor of 
Bilsurrah yesterday made an application somewhat of a similar nature, 
stating that his crops had been ruined by the breaking of the Chinchye 
Embankment, but although it is probable that he may have suffered 
some injury by that calamity, still as no application was made by him 
on "the subject until several days after the Lands had been put up to 
sale, I do not think he is now entitled to any Indulgence.^ 

Board’s Order. 

Ordered that the statement enclosed in the. above Letter be de¬ 
posited among the Separate records GH and that the secretary write 
to the Collector of Burdwan as follows. 


Statement shewing the Jumma of the undermentioned Estates, the 
Balance due to Government, and the Price offered on the 9th Inst.f 


Mehals 

Jumma of the 

Balance due to 

Offered by the 

Mehals 

Government 

Purchasers 

T. Hurrerampore 

25997.10.2.2. 

6749.2.1.2. 

2100 

T. Beelsurrah 

3037.9.H.2. 

1160. .7.2. 



(Sd) R*. Cunynghame 
Collr, 


30. Letter from the Board of Revenue to the Collector of Burdwan re: the 
sale of Hurreerampore &c. (19 May, 1801). 

I am directed by the Board of Revenue to acquaint you in reply to 
your Letter of the 15th Instant, that they desire you will issue advertise¬ 
ments in your District notifying that the Mehauls specified in the state¬ 
ments transmitted by you will be exposed to sale at this office on 
Wednesday the 27th Instant or 15th Jeyte next, 

Para 2nd. I am likewise directed to inform you that under the 
circumstances stated by you the Board do not judge it proper to pay any 

* Board of Revenue, O. C. 19 May, 1801, No. 56. 
t Board of Revenue, O.C. 15 May, 1801, Separate H» 
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attention to the Petitions of the proprietors of Mehauls Hurrerampore 
and Bilsurrah, and desire you will proceed to the sale of their Lands 
accordingly as above directed.* 


31. Letter from the Collector of Burdwan (Mr. R. Cunynghame) to the Board 
of Revenue rei the above letter of the Board. With Board’s Order. (23 
May, 1801). 


Sir, 

P. 1. I was yesterday honored by the Receipt of your Letter of 
the 19th Instant acquainting me that the Board direct me to issue 
advertisements notifying that the Mehals specified in the statement trans¬ 
mitted by me on the 15th Instant will be exposed to sale at your Office 
on Wednesday the 27th Instant or 15th Jyte next. 

P. 2. I beg leave to observe that the latter part of the second Para¬ 
graph of your letter, in which you remark that under the circumstances 
stated by me “the Board do not judge it proper to pay any attention to 
the Petition of the Proprietors of mehauls Hurrerampore, and Bilsurah 
and desire I will proceed to the sale of their Lands accordingly, as 
above directed,’* appears at variance with the first Paragraph, by which 
1 am informed that the Lands specified in the statement are to be ex¬ 
posed to sale at your office. 

P. 3. This difference arises, I presume, from accident—but I must 
also remark that a further error exists in the advertisement published 
in the Calcutta Gazette of the 21st Instant, the Lands in question being 
notified in the advertisement in the English Language for sale at your 
office, while in the Persian and Bengal translations they are advertised 
for sale at this cutchery. 

P. 4. As this error may perhaps prevent competition, it may be 
advisable to fix some other date for the sale of the Lands in question.f 

Board’s Order: 

Ordered that the Collector of Burdwan be directed to publish 
advertisements in this District notifying that the Mehauls specified in the 
statements transmitted by him on the 15th Instant will be exposed for 
sale at the office of the Secretary to the Board of Revenue on Wednes¬ 
day the 3d June or 22nd Jeyte next. 

Ditto 

Ordered that the Secretary cause the necessary advertisements to 
be published at the Presidency for the sale of the Lands in Rungpore, 
Sylhet, and Burdwan conformably to the foregoing Resolutions. 


* Board of Revenue, O.C. 19 May, 1801, No. 57. 
t Board of Revenue, O.C. 26 May, 1801, No. 14. 
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32. Extract of a letter from the Collector of Burdwan (Mr. R. Cunynghame) 
to the Board of Revenue re; Hurreerampore. (14 June, 1801), 


Gentlemen, 

P. 3. With respect to Nacurbagh 6c Hurrerampore the property 
of Ramgopaul Doss and Jugmohun Rai, I am inclined to think that by 
subdividing them into different lots, they may be sold in this manner I 
shall therefore prepare and transmit statements of them drawn out in 
this mode with the least possible delay.* 


33. Letter from the Collector of Burdwan (Mr. R„ Cunynghame) to the Board 
of Revenue re: Hurreerampore. (12 August, 1801). 

Gentlemen, 

P. !. I have had the honor to receive your Secretary’s Letter of 
the 16th June last directing me to subdivide Tallookah Hurrerampore 
the property of Jugmohun Roy into different lots, and to transmit the 
necessary statements, in order that may be brought to sale for the 
recovery of arrears due account the past year 1207 B.S. 

P. 2. The whole of these Lands having been separated from this 
District and annexed to Midnapore, with the exception of a portion of 
it denominated Tallokah Somnagur, I herewith transmit a statement of 
that Mehal in the English Persian and Bengal Languages, and have to 
propose its being exposed for sale at this Cutchery on Thursday the 
17th of September or 3d Assin next very minute divisions being objec¬ 
tionable, I have deemed it expedient to comprise the whole of the 
Tallook in one Lot.f 


34. Letter from the Collector of Burdwan to the Board of Revenue trans¬ 
mitting the account sale of a portion of Hurreerampore. (24 September, 1801). 

Gentlemen, 

I have the honor to transmit the account sale of the Lands 
of Jugmohun Roy sold at this Cuteherry on the 24th Instant.J 


Burdwan 
30th Sept., 1801. 


1 have the honor to be 8cca. 
(Sd) R. Cunynghame 

Collr. 


Account Sale of the Lands situated in the District of Burdwan lately 
the property of Jugmohun Roy sold by Public Auction at the Head 


* Records of the Burdwan Collectorate, VoL 52. 

f Records of the Burdwan fcoilectorate, Vol. 52. 
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Cutchery of the Collector of Burdwan for the recovery of arrears of 
Revenue due from him to Government on account of 1207 B.S. 


Lots 

Mehals sold 

No. of 
Villages 

Purchaser 

Sudder 

Jumma 

Balance 
due to Govt. 

1 

Somenagur 

5 

Deonaut Sing 

1697.6.11.1. 

2851.6. 





Deposit of 1 5 
per cent upon 
the amount sale 

Balance 

Total 

429 

2431 

2860 


Deduct Charges for advertising the 

sale.18. 15 


Burdwan Net Proceeds of the sale...2841. 1. 

24th Sept. 1801. (Sd) R, Cunynghame. 

35. Letter from the Collector of Burdwan (Mr. R. Cunynghame) to the Board 
of Revenue res the sale of lands of Jugmohun Roy. (30 September 1801). 
Gentlemen, 

I have the honor to transmit the account sale of the 
Lands of Jugmohun Roy sold at this Cutcherry on the 24th Instant.* 

36. Letter from the Collector of Burdwan (Mr. R. Cunynghame) to the 
Collector of Midnapore re: Jugmohun Roy. (1 October, 1801). 

Sir, 

P. 1. Observing an error in my letter to you of the 1st August 
last I take the earliest opportunity of rectifying it. 

P. 2. In the 3d Paragraph l stated that Jugmohun Roy Proprietor 
of Hurrirampore was in confinement for the arrears due account 1207, 
but upon referring to my Perwannah to the Government Pleader, direct¬ 
ing to apply to the Court at Burdwan for his confinement I find the 
application is not founded upon the arrears due from him account 1207, 
but on a claim Government had upon him as security for his father 
Ramcaunt Roy Farmer of Bhoorsoot &ca. on account of arrears of 
Revenue for 1206 B.S. 

P, 3. The arrears of 1206 having been this day recovered, the 
security is of course entitled to his release, but adverting to the heavy 

* Board of Revenue, O. C. 10 Nov. 1801, No. 22. 
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arrears due from him account the past year as Proprietor of Hurreram- 
pore which has been annexed to your Jurisdiction. I have deemed it 
advisable to direct the Government Pleader to move the Court to have 
him detained in confinement, until I shall receive your reply to this 
Letter.* 

37. Letter from the Collector of Rurdwan (Mr. R. Cunynghame) to the Board 
of Revenue re: the release of Ramcaunt Roy. (i October, 1801 ). 

Gentlemen, 

The arrears due from Ramcaunt Roy Farmer of Bhoorsheet &ca. 
for 1206 B.S. amounting Principal and Interest to Sa. Rs. 3338.2.5. having 
been recovered partly by a sale of the Lands of his security Jugmohun 
Roy, and by subsequent receipts from the Defaulter himself, 1 have 
directed the Government Pleader at Burdwan to apply to the Court for 
his release.f 

38. Letter from the Collector (Mr. R. Cunynghame) to the Judge of Burdwan 
(Mr. G. Thompson) re: the transfer of Jugmohun Roy and others to Midnapore 
Jail. (8 October, 1801). 

Sir, 

Annexed 1 transmit copy of a letter from the Collector of Midna¬ 
pore, requesting 1 will cause Jugmohun Roy, Ruggoo Singh and Muttoo 
Singh to be transferred to the Dewanny Jail of that Zillah in order that 
he may communicate with them on the subject of the Balances due 
from them to Government. { 

39. Letter from the Board of Revenue to the Collector of Burdwan (Mr. R. 
Cunynghame). (9 October, 1801). 

Sir, 

1 am directed by the Board of Revenue to acknowledge the receipt 
of your letter of the 1st instant reporting that you had moved the Court 
to release Ramcaunt Roy, in consequence of his having discharged the 
arrears due from him to Government,§ 


Records of the Burdwan Coliectorate, Vol. 51. 
f Records of the Burdwan Coliectorate, Vol. 52. 

J Records of the Burdwan Coliectorate, Vol. 52. 

§ Records of the Burdwan Coliectorate, Vol. 52. 
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Letter from the Collector of Burdwan (Mr. R. Cunyoghame) to the 
Collector of Midnapore re: the transfer of Jugmohun Roy and otSiers. (12 
October, 1801), 

Sir, 

Having in consequences of your Letter directed the Government 
Pleader to move the Court at Burdwan to cause Jugmohun Roy, Muttoo 
Sing and Ruggonaut Sing to be transferred to the Dewanny Jail of 
Midnapore 1 enclose for your information the Original Aurzee from the 
Vakeel.* 

41. Precept from the Registrar, Burdwan Dewanny Adawfut, to the Collector 
of Burdwan re: a Petition of Jugmohun Roy, with the Collector’s return. 
(8 March, 1802). 

Z1LLA BURDWAN DEWANNY ADAWLUT 

Jugmohun Roy 

Herewith you will receive copy of a Petition presented to the Board 
by the abovenamed and you are hereby prohibited from making any 
sale of the Lands therein mentioned composing the Lot of Russickpore 
&ca. purchased in the name of Ramneedy Ghose for the discharge of 
any arrears or debts due by the said Ramneedy Ghose the right in the 
said Lot being for the present vested in the Petitioner by a Decree of 
this Court passed under Regulation 49 of 1793, and now contested with 
him by Maha Rajah Tezchund Bahadur. 

You are further directed to return this Precept certifying what you 
may have done in pursuance hereof on or before the 15th Instant, f 

By Order of the Court 
this 8th day of March 1802 A.D. 

(Sd) C. F. Fergusson 

Actg. Regr. 

I certify that having reported the circumstances stated in the within 
Precept to the Board of Revenue they have directed me to suspend the 
sale of Mehal Russickpore until the receipt of further instructions from 
the Court, and that the sale will be suspended accordingly. 

15th March 1802. Burdwan Collect or ship. 

(Sd) W. Parker, Coilr. 

* Records of the Burdwan Collectorate, Vol. 52. 

f Records of the Burdwan Collectorate, Vol. 51. 

4 



2861 ) 





RAJA RAMMOHUN ROY 


<SL 


<14 


42. Report on Jugmohun Roy then confined in the Midnapore Jail. 
January, 1803). 

Report of Persons confined in the Dewanny Jail of Zillah Midnapore 
on account of arrears of revenue.* 


Name of the 
person in con¬ 
finement. 

Date of 
confine¬ 
ment 

Amount of 
arrears for 
which they 
are confined 

Amount of 
arrears re¬ 
covered since 
their Con¬ 
finement 

Amount of 
arrears at 
present due 
from them 

Amount expen¬ 
ded for the 
Diet of the 
prisoners 

Jugmohun Roy 
the purchaser 

20th June 

1801 

6749-2-* 

1068-15-8 

5680-2-1J 

56 



Explanation 

This Defaulter is the son of 
Ramkaunt Roy, who farmed some 
very profitable mehals in Burdwan 
during the period of the decennial 
settlement and is said to be worth 
near two lacs of Rupees—I under¬ 
stand that the Rajah of Burdwan 
has a considerable claim upon this 
man, for which the defaulter, his 
son, became his security, and that 
he some time ago obtained a 
decree against them in the Dewan¬ 
ny Adawlut of Burdwan—It is sup¬ 
posed that, in order to prevent the 
sale of the lands held by the de¬ 
faulter in Chxtwa in satisfaction of 
this decree, he purposely fell in 
arrear last year, that he is deter¬ 
mined to remain in jail until he 
can bring the Rajah of Burdwan to 
some sort of adjustment of his de¬ 
mand against him and his father, 
and that, as soon as he can effect 
this, he will pay his balance and 
not before. Under these circum¬ 
stances I conclude that the Board 
will judge it proper that he should 
remain in jail until he may make 
good the whole of his balance. 


# Board of Revenue, O.C, 14 January, 1803, No. 8. 
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pore approving of the continuance in confinement of Jugmohun Boy. (14 
January, 1803). 


Jugmohun Roy . Rs. 5,680-2-1% 

7. Under the explanation furnish¬ 
ed by you regarding this 
Defaulter, the Board approve 
your continuing in confine¬ 
ment.* 

44. Letter from Mr. Woodforde to the Board of Revenue informing 
of his taking charge of the Dacca Collectorship. (1 February, 1803). 

Gentlemen, 

I have the honor to inform your Board that 1 have this 
day received charge of the office of Collector of Dacca Julalpore from 
Mr. W. W. Maguire. 

I beg leave to state that the Balance of Cash in the Treasury on 
my taking charge was as follows, f 


* # * # * 

45. Letter from Mr. Woodforde to the Board of Revenue informing 
of Rammohun Roy being appointed Dewan of the Dacca Collectorship. (7 March, 
1803). 

Gentlemen, 

Kishen Chund having this day voluntarily resigned the 
office of Dewan of this Collectorship 1 beg leave to inform your Board 
thereof and that 1 have appointed Rammohun Roy in his place, 
Rammohun Roy has given the security required by Regn. 3rd Section 15, 
1794 and the name of his surety is Dul Singh a very respectable man.J 

48. Letter from the Collector of Midnapor© to the Collector of Burdwan re: 
Jugmohun Roy. (25 March, 1803). 

Sir, 

I beg leave to transmit to you a copy of a petition which 1 have 
received from Jugmohun Roy, who has been in confinement since June 
1801 for arrears of revenue due from him on account of Hoeda Hurriram- 
pore in Pergunna Chitwa, stating that he has no property of any kind 


* Board of Revenue, O.C 14 January, 1803, No. 9. 
t Board of Revenue, O.C. 8 February, 1803, No. 63. 
t Board of Revenue, O.C. 11 March, 1803, No. 23. 
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£tever, and that his father Ramcaunt Roy, who held some mohuls 
in the Zemfndarry of Burdwan during the period of the decennial 
settlement and whom I have always understood to be a man of substance 
and respectability, is very much in debt to the Rajah of Burdwan, who 
obtained decrees against him in the Dewanny Adawlut of Hooghly, 
kept him some time in confinement there, then got him transferred to the 
Dewanny Jail of Burdwan and has since been able to recover little or 
nothing from him owing to his poverty, and requesting therefore that 
he may be released from Jail on paying 3a. Rs. 500 of the arrears due 
from him and executing a Kistbundy by which the remainder amounting 
to Sa. Rs. 5180 may be payable in six years. I conceive that these terms 
are by no means so good as the situation and respected circumstances 
of the defaulter and his family put it, in his power to offer, but as 1 
have not been able to discover that he is possessed of any property in 
this district, nor to ascertain what means his father, who is said to have 
had the joint management of all his concerns, may have of assisting 
him 1 request you will be so good as to make particular enquiries on the 
subject, and to inform me what may appear to you from the result of 
these enquiries to be such terms for the payment of the above stated 
balance as it may be reasonable to expect from him in case of his 
being released from Jail, and also whether his father will make himself 
answerable and give good security for the due performance of those 
terms.* 


47. Reply of the Collector of Burdwan to the above Letter. (30 March, 1803). 
Sir, 

I am favored with your Letter of the 25th Instant—Ramkunt 
Roy the Father of Jugmohun Roy is not at present at Burdwan, and 
my departure from the place is so near at hand, that l shall not have an 
opportunity of procuring his attendance before I go, but I have had 
Ramlochun Roy the Brother of Jugmohun before me, held a long con¬ 
versation with him on the subject of your reference. He states that his 
Father has been able to pay the Rajah of Burdwan only 500 Rs. since 
his release from confinement a year and a half ago; that he still owes 
him 80,000 Rs. payable by Instalments in the course of II years; that 
the only chance he has of being able to pay this amount, consists in his 
obtaining a Profit from a Farm of a Lac of Rupees per Annum which 
he holds of the Rajah!; that the dependence of the whole Family is on 
this Farm; that they will jointly become security for the performance 
of the terms stated in Jugmohun s Petition to you, but that they can- 

* Board of Revenue, O.C. 22 April, 1803, No. 3* 
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not add any thing to those terms, nor give any separate security for the 
fulfilment of them. 

1 have only to add that I have made enquiries respecting the truth 
of Ramlochun’s assertions from such Persons as were immediately near 
me, and that they all agree in declaring that they believe the Family 
although once opulent, to be now in ruined and desperate circum¬ 
stances.* 


48. Letter from the Collector of Micfnapore to the Board of Revenue re: 
a petition of Jugmohun Roy. (15 April, 1803). 

Gentlemen, 

1 beg leave to transmit to you a copy of a petition, which 
I received a few days ago from Jugmohun Roy the late proprietor of 
Hooda Hurrirampore in Purgunnah Chitwa, who has been in jail very 
near two years on account of arrears of revenue amounting to Sa. 
Rs. 5578. 3. 1.2. which remained due after the sale of his Zemindarry, 
stating that neither he nor his father Ramkunt Roy have any means what¬ 
ever of discharging these arrears, and requesting that they may be releas¬ 
ed from confinement on executing engagements, and giving security, for 
the payment of them by instalments in 6 years. 

2d. I have never been able to discover that the defaulter himself 
is possessed of any property; but having always understood that his 
father Ramkunt Roy, who held some Pergunnahs in farm in the 
Burdwan district during the period of* the decennial settlement, was 
a man of substance and responsibility, I thought it proper, as his house 
and all his concerns are in that district and he is said to have had the 
joint management with his son of the lands in which the arrears due from 
the latter accrued, to make enquiries concerning the means which he 
might have of discharging these arrears, and the security which he 
might be able to give for the due performance of such terms as the 
Board might in consideration thereof think proper to agree to. 

3d. I herewith transmit copies of my letter to the Collector of 
Burdwan- and of his answer. As Mr. Parker states that all the per¬ 
sons whom he has been able to consult “agree in declaring that they 
believe the family, though once opulent, to be now in ruined and des¬ 
perate circumstances,” 1 conceive that there can be no hope of reco¬ 
vering the arrears due from Jugmohun Roy by keeping him any longer 
in jail, where, as I have already said, he has been confined almost two 
years without having paid any part of them. As 1 am inclined to 
think however that the terms which he has offered are more unfavour- 

* Board ojF Revenue, OX. 22 April, 1803, No, 3, 
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able to Government than the situation arid circumstances of his family 
render it advisable to accept, 1 beg leave to propose that, in lieu there¬ 
of, he be required to pay Sa. Rs. 1000 on his release and the re¬ 
mainder of his arrears amounting to Sa. Rs. 4578. 3.1.2. by instal¬ 
ments of Rs. 150 per mensem, to commence from the 1st June. 
Should the Board think proper to sanction this adjustment 1 recommend 
that the father and brother of the defaulter be accepted as his securities 
as proposed by Mr. Parker, and I shall likewise call upon him to 
give some responsible landholder of this district as security for his 
appearance; but as he is almost a stranger at this place and all his 
friends and connexions live in Burdwan, I am very doubtful whether he 
will be able to comply with this requisition and do not therefore re¬ 
commend that it to be insisted upon as a condition of his release. 

-4th. In the balance, which I have stated to be due from Jugmohun 
Roy, I have included the sum of Sa. Rs. 1120 which was embezzled by 
the Coerkedar Meer Kudrut Oelah, who had charge of his estate last 
year, as reported to the Board in my letter of the 16th ultimo. As it 
appears from the proceedings which accompanied this letter that the 
defaulter purposely concealed from me the embezzlements and mis¬ 
management which took place in his Zemindarry from some private 
views of his own, 1 conceive that he has no right to expect that Govern¬ 
ment should forego their claim to any part of the arrears due from him 
on account of these embezzlements, and he seems to be aware of this 
since he has effered no objection to be held answerable for the whole 
of them, and 1 understand that he is ready to come to terms with the 
late Coerkedar, and to apply for his release from jail in case of being 
set at liberty himself.* 


49. Letter from the Collector of Dacca to the Board of Revenue informing 
of the resignation of Rammohun Roy. (16 May, 1803). 

Sir & Gentlemen, 

In the Letter which I had the honor of addressing you on 
the 14th Instant, I omitted to state that Mr. Woodforde late Acting 
Collector of this place, informed me that Rammohun Roy had on that 
morning sent him his resignation of the office of Dewan of Dacca 
Jelalpore. 

I have therefore appointed Buddenath Mookerjee a sensible clever 
man, to act as Dewan, and should he ultimately answer my expectations 
1 intend confirming him in the appointment, and shall report the same to 


Board of Revenue, O.C. 22 April, 1803, No. 2. 
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u » his securities are Mr. Panisty Alexander and Lalla Dull Sing persons 
of property and respectability at Dacca.* 


50. Report the case of Maharaja Tezchund against Jugmohun Roy. (is 
September, 1803), 

Tejchund, Zemindar of Burdwan, Appellant 
Versus 

Jugmohun Rai, (Heir of Ramkaunt Rai), Respondent. 

This was an action brought by the Raja of Burdwan in the Zillah 
Court of the district, on the 13th of July 1799, or 31st Asarh of the 
Bengal year 1206, against Jugmohun Rai and two others, viz. 
Ramkaunt Rai and Ramnidhee Ghose, for the proprietary right of the 
Tarufs Rusukpore and Poorgaon, and of the mouza Purolea. The annual 
jumma of the whole was stated at 8, 056 rupees. It appeared that the 
lands in question, on being sold by public auction, in the month of Jeth 
1204, on account of arrears of revenue due from, the former proprietors, 
were purchased by the late Ranee Bishen Konwur, the mother of the 
plaintiff, in the furzee or substituted name of three different persons. 
The defendant Jugmohun, who was now in possession of the lands, 
affirmed, that the Ranee, finding difficulties with respect to the purchase 
money, resold them to him for J>6,200 rupees, the sum for which she had 
bought them. The plaintiff denied that the stated resale was ever 
made, or the money received by his mother; and affirmed that the de¬ 
fendant had obtained possession by unfair means, at his mother’is 
decease, in 1205. Pie accordingly sued to recover the lands, as part of 
the zemmdary to which he had succeeded. The defendant Jugmohun, 
on the other hand, admitting the prior purchase of the Ranee, rested his 
title on the proof of the resale to himself. For this purpose, after filing 
some papers purporting to be bills of sale, to Jugmohun, as from the 
nominal purchasers, he adduced an ikrarnameh , or written acknowledg¬ 
ment, purporting to have been executed by the late Ranee, and recit¬ 
ing, that cn purchasing I uruf Rusukpore, &c. at the public sale, she 
borrowed of bankers a considerable part of the purchase money, and. 
not being able to repay them, resold the lands to Jugmohun for the same 
price she gave for them, and had received the money from him. This 
was dated the 1st of Asin 1204, and attested by three persons. Two of 
these were cited by the defendants to prove the execution. They de¬ 
posed that they were called to witness it; that they heard the Ranee 
speak from behind the purdah or curtain where she was sitting; that 
they knew her voice; and that she said she had received the purchase 

♦ Board of Revenue, O.C. 20 May, 1803, No. 28. 
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oney. They did not see the money paid. After the defendant 
Jugmohun had declared in Court, that he had no other proof of the 
resale, and could not adduce any to the actual payment of ! the money, 
a person named Bunchanun Rai was called by him, who deposed, that 
he took the amount in gold mohurs from Jugmohun, to the residence of 
the Ranee; that, in his presence, it was given inside the purdah or 
curtain, to the Ranee; and that, on being desired to count it, she did 
so, and acknowledged it to be correct. No evidence to the execution 
or reality of the alleged deed of sale was brought by the defendant; and 
as there was only one witness to the alleged payment of the purchase 
money, who moreover did not profess to have seen the Ranee, but 
merely to have heard her voice, and whose evidence, from the 
circumstances attending it, as well as from the manner in which it was 
given, was not considered worthy of credit; and as there was moreover 
no receipt forthcoming for the purchase money; the Zillah Judge con¬ 
sidered the payment not established. Independently of this, from 
strong suspicion against the ikrarnameh, he did not consider the evidence 
adduced to its execution sufficient to prove it. It was his opinion, that 
the alleged resale had been pretended, by Ramkaunt the father of Jug¬ 
mohun (who had been mokthar of the Ranee’ls estate), with 
a view to defraud the* Ranee or her successor; and as he considered 
the Ranee to have been the real proprietor of the lands in dis¬ 
pute at the time of her decease, under her purchase at the public sale, 
and that the plaintiff was entitled to them as her heir, judgment was 
given in his favour in the Zillah Court, for recovering them. The costs 
were made payable by the defendants Jugmohun and Ramkant; the 
other defendant not appearing to have had any share in the transaction. 

On appeal by these persons from the above decision to the Pro¬ 
vincial Court of Calcutta, the two Judges, who sat on the cause, differed 
in opinion. The Senior Judge considered the ikrarnameh established; 
that it afforded sufficient proof of a resale of the lands to Jugmohun; 
and that the decree passed by the Zillah Judge against his title, should 
be reversed. The Second Judge concurred in the Zillah decree and the 
grounds on which it was passed. The cause being for a value appeal- 
able to the Sudder Dewanny Adawlut, the Zillah decree was reversed, 
in conformity with the Senior Judge’s opinion, and judgment given for 
Jugmohun’s retaining possession of the lands. 

On appeal by the claimant from the above decision to the Sudder 
Dewanny Adawlut, this Court did not concur in it. The Court con¬ 
sidered, that the ikrarnameh attributed to Ranee Bishen Konwur was of 
very dubious authority, both from its appearing that the two* persons 
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who were called by the respondent to prove it, and who deposed that 
they heard the Ranee, at the time, make a verbal acknowledgment of its 
contents, bore such bad characters as to make their evidence suspected; 
and also from the circumstances of Ramkaunt, the father of the respon¬ 
dent, having, at the time the resale to his son was stated to have taken 
place, held the management and controul of the Ranee's zemindary; 
which, combined with its appearing that the reason alleged for the 
stated resale, viz. the Ranee’s want of funds, was not true; and with 
the circumstance of there being no proof to establish the payment of the 
purchase money to the Ranee, though, if it had really been paid, there 
could, in all probability, have been no difficulty in proving the fact; 
afforded, in the opinion of the Court, strong ground to suspect, either 
that the written acknowledgment was false, or that it was obtained 
by undue means. This instrument therefore (the only proof on the part 
of the respondent to the alleged resale) not being considered by the 
Court as at all competent to prove it; the Court determined, that the 
conveyance from the appellant’s mother, on which the respondent rested 
hi» title, was not established, and that the appellant was entitled to the 
lands, as part of the zemindary to which he had succeeded* Judgment 
was accordingly passed by the Sudder Dewanny Adawlut (present J. H. 
Harington and J. Fombelle), reversing the decree passed against the 
appellant’s claim by the Provincial Court, and confirming that passed by 
the Zillah Judge, with costs in each of the Courts payable by the res¬ 
pondent. Mesne profits during the time the claimant had been out of 
possession, were not adjudged, as no claim had been preferred to them; 
but a right of action was reserved for their recovery, if not paid on 
demand. * 

51. Letter from the Collector of Midnapore to the Board of Revenue re: 
Uugmohun Roy. With Board’s Order. (26 September, 1803), 

Gentlemen, 

On the 15th April last, my predecessor addressed the Board about 
the Balances due from Jugmohun Roy, the late Proprietor of Hurriram- 
pore in Pergunnah Chitwa, who had been committed to Jail on account 
of arrears of Revenue amounting to Sicca Rupees 5578. 5. 1.2. which re¬ 
mained due after the sale of his Zemindary, and in the second Paragraph 
of a letter in reply to the above from the Board uride,C|kig||L7th May, 
Mr, Ernst was directed to make the best arrangeraenrnl- could with 
the Prisoner for the recovery of the above amount, and repoft the result 
to the Board. 

* Reports of cases determined in the Court of Sudder Deu>anny Adatolat, Vol. I, 
by W. H. Macnaghten (New Edn. 1827), pp, 257-59, 
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Sicca Rupees 1120. 2. 2. is to be deducted from the abo^e 
amount as proved to have been embezzled by the Sezawul Meer Cudrut 
Ullah, who is now in confinement on this account and for the Balance 
due from Jugmohun Roy after deducting this sum from the aforesaid 
amount, I have the Honor to submit to the Board a Petition from the 
Prisoner, stating that he will agree to pay down Rs. 1,000 on his Release 
and the remainder in 34 Months at Rs. 100 per Month. 

3. If the Board approve of this arrangement, I will apply to the 
Collector of Burdwan to ascertain the goodness of the securities tendered 
by the Prisoner for the fulfilment of his Engagements, and submit his 
answer to the Board. 

Mr. Ernst submitted copies of some Letters from the Collector of 
Burdwan, upon this subject on the 15th April last, who declared that 
he - believed Jugomohun Roy to be in ruined and desperate 
Circumstances. 

4. As the Prisoner has been confined now a long time, and as it 
does not appear, from the above letters and other Enquiries that the 
Prisoner be able to perform more, I beg leave to recommend they may 
be accepted. In the above Letter Mr. Ernst proposed that he the 
Prisoner should be required to pay Sa. Rs. 1000 on his Release, and the 
remainder by Instalments of Sa. Rs. 150 per mensem, but this he de¬ 
clared his Inability to pay and has only proposed these Terms in con¬ 
sequence of my urging him to a settlement of his Balance; he first asked 
me to grant him six years, which I refused, and prevailed upon him to 
accede to the present arrangement and to petition for the same accord¬ 
ingly, if he agreed to it,* 

Board's Order: 

Ordered the Collector of Midnapore be informed, that under the 
circumstances stated by him the Board authorize him to accept the offer 
of Jugmohun Roy for the discharge of the balance due from him, provid¬ 
ed he give good and sufficient security for the discharge of his 
instalments. 


52. Letter from the Collector of Midnapore to the Collector of Burdwan re: 
Jugmohun Roy. (5 October, 1803), 

Sir, 

Having at length succeeded in my endeavours with Jugomohun 
Roy the late Proprietor of Hurrirampore in Pergunnah Chitwa, who is 
now in confinement for the recovery of arrears of Revenue amounting 
to Rs. 4458. 0. 19. 2. to a settlement of his Balances the Defaulter has at 


Board of Revenue, O.C. 30 September, 1803, No. 23. 
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last consented to pay down Rs. 1000 in part, on his release, and the re¬ 
mainder by Instalments of Rs. 100 per mensem, and has tendered 
Rainlochun Roy Inhabitant of Radahnagur Pergunnah Jehanabad in 
Hugly, but who is always at Burdwan, and Sobha Chund Roy Inhabitant 
of Dyasa, Pergunnah Gopebhoom to be his securities for the fulfilment 
of his Engagements, I have therefore to request that you will be so good 
to send for the abovementioned persons and procure their signatures 
provided they agree to be his securities to the accompanying obligation, 
and return it to me properly authenticated, and likewise be so kind to 
ascertain whether they possess any property in your District and may be 
depended upon. 

The Board have agreed to the terms, and the prisoner will be 
immediately enlarged after 1 receive your answer, if the securities are 
good and competent and will make' themselves answerable for the 
amount in the event of Jugomohuns not paying it.* 

53. Letter from the Collector of Burdwan to the Collector of Midnapore res 
jugmohun Roy’s sureties. (17 October, 1803). 

Sir, 

In compliance with the request contained in your letter of the 5th 
Instant I summoned Sobahchund Roy one of the securities named by 
Jugomohun Roy who refuses to have any concern whatever in the 
transaction or to attend my summons as may be more fully understood 
by the enclosed copy of the return of the Nazir Ramlochun Roy is not 
to be met with in this District copy of the return of the Nazir is enclosed 
as also the Security Bond sent by you.f 

54. Letter from the Collector of Midnapore to the Board of Revenue con¬ 
taining a statement of the balances outstanding a/c Hurreerampore, With 
Board’s Order. (14 January, 1804). 

Gentlemen, 

In obedience to your Orders of the 27th December, l have 
the honour to submit my Report upon the Balances outstanding in this 
District on account of 1209 F.S.J 
Board’s Order : 

The Board pass the following orders on the balances due m the 
district of Midnapore on account of the year 1209. 

Rs, 5578. 3. 12. 

The Collector will endeavour to make an arrangement with Meer 
Kudrut Ullah for the recovery of the portion of the above balance due 

* Records of the Burdwan Collectorate, Vol. 56. No. 232. 

f Records of the Burdwan Collectorate, Vol. 58, No. 93. 

T Board of Revenue, O.C. 27 January, 1804, No. 3. 
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from him; and he will also endeavour to obtain good security from 
Jugmohun Roy for the payment of the instalments offered by him.* 

Report upon the Balances due from the District of Midnapoor for 
the year 1209 F.S.t 


Mehals Engaged for by the Proprietors 


Mehals 

Proprietors 

Jumma 

Balance till 

3! December 

1803 

Huiryrampoor 

Jugmohun Roy 

24,186. 7. 10. I. 

5,578. 3. 1.2. 


Explanations 


Sa. Rs. 5, 578, 3. 1. 2. This Balance is due from Jugomohun Roy, 
who is in Jail, Sa. Rs. 1 120. 2. 2. is to be deducted from the above, 
as proved to have been embezzled by the Sezawal Meer Cudrut Ullah, 
who is also in confinement, anid has no kind of property at least, that 
1 have been able to discover belonging to him, and appears to be per¬ 
fectly destitute and miserable, and I have no hope of recovering any 
part of the above Balance, and the remaining Balance Sa. Rs. 4, 458. 
0. 19. 2. which is due from Jugomohun Roy, I am sorry to inform the 
Board, that I have not been able to make any adjustment of the Balances 
with the above Defaulter. I stated in my Letter to the Board under 
date the 26th September, that he the above Jugomohun Roy, had 
offered to pay Sa. Rs. 1000 on his Release, and the remainder by equal 
Monthly Instalments of Sa. Rs. 100 per month, but having addressed 
the Collector of Burdwan to ascertain the sufficiency of the securities 
tendered by the above Defaulter, for the punctual fulfilment of his 
Engagements. Mr. Webb informed me, that one of the securities 
named Sobah Chund Roy, refused to have any concern whatever in the 
transaction, and that the other Ramlochun Roy was not to be found 
any where in his District, and therefore he is still in confinement, and 
has not been able to procure any other persons to become his securities 
whatever. 

55. Letter from the Collector of SVIldnapore to the Board of Revenue sub* 
milting a supplementary report of the balances outstanding a/c Hurreerampore. 
With Board’s Resolution. (2 May, 1804 ). 

Gentlemen, 

In obedience to the orders contained in your Secretary’s letter 
under date the 27th January 1804, I herewith transmit the supplementary 


* Board of Revenue, O.C. 27 January, 1804, No. 5. 
t Board of Revenue, O.C. 27 January, 1804. No. 4 (Enclosure). 
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Report upon the Balances due from the District of Midnapore for the 
year 1209 F.S* 

Enclosure from the 
Collr. of Midnapore. 

Supplementary Report upon the Balances due from the District 
of Midnapore for the year 1209 F.S.f 


Mehals engaged for by the Proprietors.— 

Sa. Rs. 5,578. 3. 12.. 

Are due from Jugomohun Roy 
and Meer Cudrut Ullah, who are 
both in Jail, a full explanation of 
the circumstances of these Default¬ 
ers is contained in my Report to 
the Board of the above date, and 
I am afraid that it will not be 
recovered. 

Board's Reso. : 

Die Board having considered the 2nd report from the Collector 
of Midnapore respecting the balances due from the district under his 
charge on account of the year 1209. Resolved that he be informed that 
the Board are satisfied generally with the explanation contained in it. 

As the Board do not conceive that either Meer Cudrut Ullah or 
Jugomohun Roy are entitled to any indulgence from Government they 
desire that the Collector will still continue them in confinement. 
Should they hereafter make any proposition for the liquidation of the 
balances due from them by instalments, the Collector will report on the 
subject for the Board's consideration and orders.t 

56. Letter from the Collector of Midnapore to the Collector of Burdwan re: 
«3ugmohun Roy’s affairs. (4 February, 1805), 

Sir, 

Jugmohun Roy the late Proprietor of a Mehal in Pergunnah Chetwa 
who is in confinement for the recovery of arrears of Revenue due to 
Government on account of 1209 F.S. has tendered Ramlochun Roy 
and Sobhachund Roy Inhabitants of your District to be his Securities 
for the payment of his Balances which arrangement I have received 
the Board's Orders to accept whenever the Defaulter might procure 
proper and responsible persons to agree, I have therefore the pleasure 
to send the accompanying paper and beg you will summon the persons 
specified in it, before you and obtain their signatures to the obligation 
if they agree, and return it to me properly authenticated. 

* Board of Revenue, O.C. 17 August, 1804, No. 82. 

f Board of Revenue, O.C. 17 August, 1804, No. 83. 

t Board of Revenue, O.C. 17 August, 1804, No. 84. 




I had the pleasure of writing to you on this subject before and 


request you will excuse the trouble I have given.* * * § 

57. Letter from the Collector of Burdwan to the Collector of Midnapore re: 
Jugmohun Roy’s affairs. (9 March, 1805). 

Sir, 

I beg leave to return the obligation enclosed in your Letter of the 
4th Ultimo duly signed in my presence by the two Securities Sobachund 
Roy and Ramlochun Roy.f 

58. Letter from the Collector of Midnapore to the Collector of Burdwan res 
Jugmohun Roy’s affairs, (ii May, 1805). 

Sir, 

1 beg the favour of you to ascertain whether Sobachund and 
Kamlochun Roy who signed a paper of security before you on the 9th of 
March last for Rs. 4,457 G. 19. C. 2 on account of Jugmohun Roy 
are responsible persons.J 

59. Letter from the Judge of Burdwan (Mr. T. H. Ernst) to the Board 
of Revenue transmitting copy of a Decree passed fn the case of Maharaja 
Tezchund and Ramcaunt Roy & others. With Enclosure. (1 July, 1805). 

Gentlemen, 

In conformity to the 9th section of the 4 Regulation of 1793, I beg 
leave to transmit you copy of a Decree passed by the late Judge on 
the 17th May last, wherein Maha Raja Taijchund was Plaintiff and 
Ramkaunt Roy Juggomohun Roy and Ramneedy Ghose &ca. Defen¬ 
dants respecting some revenue lands with a short abstract thereof in 
English. § 

Abstract of a Decree passed in the Dewanny Adawlut Zilla 
Burdwan in a cause wherein Maha Rajah Taijchund was Plaintiff and 
Ramkaunt Roy Juggomohun Roy and Ramneedy Ghose &ca. 
DefendantstJ 


No. 

Per- 

gunnah 

Portion . 

Sudder Jummah 

agreeable to the 
Plaintiff's 
Statements 

Former 

Possessor 

Present 

Possessor 

In whose 
favour 
Decreed 

Date of 
the 

Decree 

I Shabad, 
! 3 j Champa* 
nugurry & 
j Burdah 

Rusickpore 

Paroolea 

and 

Poorun- 

gong 

Rs. as. Gs. Cs. 
8056. 4. 6, 2. 

Maha 

Ranee 

Bishen 

Kownerry 

Surropchundi 
Roy Ram¬ 
needy Ghose 
& Ramchunder 
Sein 

Maha 

Rajah 

Taijchund 

17th 

May 

1804 


Zilla Burdwan (Sd) T. H. Ernst 

the 1st July 1805. Judge. 

* Records of the Burdwan Collectorate, Vol. 63, No. 45. 

f Records of the Burdwan Cdllectorate, Vol. 65, No. 62. 

t Records of the Burdwan Collectorate, Vol. 63, No. 158. 

§ Board of Revenue, O.C. 9 July, 1805, No. 47, 

f Board of Revenue, O.C. 9 July, 1805, No. 48 (Enclosure). 
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60. Letter from the Collector of Burdwan to the Collector of Midnapore re: 
Jugmohun Roy’s affairs. (6 August, 1805). 


Sir, 

I have to acknowledge the receipt of your Letter of the 18th 
Ultimo and beg leave to inform you that previous to the receipt of 
Mr. Strachey's letter, I had not been requested to ascertain the respon¬ 
sibility of the securities but only to procure their signature to be put 
to the Security Deeds in my presence and of course I supposed the late 
Collector had satisfied himself my records are now examined for the pur¬ 
pose of reporting their responsibility and when ascertained my report 
shall be sent without delay.* 


61. Letter from the Collector of Burdwan to the Collector of Midnapore re: 
Jugmohun Roy’s affairs. (io August, 1805). 

Sir, 

In continuation of my Letter of the 6th Instant I have to inform 
you that by the records of my office it appears that 1535 Biggahs and 
5 Cottahs of rent free Lands stand in the name of Ramlochun Roy one 
of the Securities tendered by Jugmohun Roy and the other does not 
appear to be possessed of any Landed property.f 

62. Letter from the Collector of Midnapore to the Collector of Burdwan 
enclosing two Dustucks, (30 October, 1805). 

Sir, 

I enclose two Persian Dustucks which 1 will thank you to enforce 
one in the name of Roogonaut Sing and another in the name of 
Jugmohun Roy.J 


63. Letter from the Collector of Midnapore to the Collector of Burdwan 
transmitting two Perwannahs. (13 February, 1806). 

Sir, 

I have the honor to transmit two Perwannahs in the names of 
Jugmohun Roy and Rugonauth Sing which 1 request you will direct to 
be served upon the above persons—and on Ramlochun Mitter and 
Cossenauth Roy Securities of Rugonauth Sing Defaulter. § 


v Records of the Burdwan Coilectorate, Vol, 65, No. 223 
t Records of the Burdwan Coilectorate, Vol. 65, No. 233. 

X Records of the Burdwan Coilectorate, Vol. 67, . No. 32. 

§ Records of the Burdwan Coilectorate, Vol. 67, No. 183. 
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to the Board of Revenue informing of his having 
of his office of Register and Acting Magistrate of Ramgurh. 


delivered over 
(18 October, 


Sir, 

I have the honor to acquaint you that I have this day delivered 
over charge of this Office to Mr. R. Thackerry.* * * § 


65. Mr. Digby’s letter to the Board of Revenue informing of his having 
taken charge of the Jessore CoIIectorship. (23 December, 1807). 

Gentlemen, 

I have the honor to inform you of my having this day received 
charge of the Office of Collector from Mr. E. Parker together with the 
Cash in the Treasury amounting to Sicca Rupees 8587. 2.15 and in 

Bank notes 4460. Total Balance 13047. 2. 15 and Stamp Papers in 

store amounting to Sa. Rs. 17473. 8.f 


66. Governor General’s resolution proposing Mr. Digby as Register of the 
Bhagaulpore Court. (15 January, 1808). 

The Governor General 

The Governor General proposes that Mr. J. Digby be appointed to 
the office of Register of the Zillah Court at Bhaugulpore.f 

(Sd) Minto 

G. Hewett 

J. Lumsden 

H. Colebrooke. 

67. Mr. Digby’s letter to the Board of Revenue informing of his having deli* 
vered over charge of the Jessore Collectorship. (9 June, 1808). 

Gentlemen, 

I have the honor to inform you that 1 have this day delivered over 
charge of this office to Mr. Edmund Parker, the Collector, together with 
the records. Deadstock, Balance of Cash amounting to Sa, 
Rs, 2618. 12. 13. 2 and value of Stamps remaining in store . Sa. 
Rs. 18436. 4. for all of which 1 herewith transmit that Gentleman’s 
receipt. § 


* Judicial Department (Civil), O.C. 30 October, 1806, No. 18. 

f Board of Revenue, O.C. 29 December, 1807, No. 93. 

X Judicial Department (Civil), O.C. 15 January, 1808, No. 1. 

§ Board of Revenue, O.C. 14 June, 1808, No. 34. 
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68. Letter from the Secretary to Government to the Secretary, Board of 
Revenue, informing of Mr. Digby being deputed to act as Collector of Rungpore. 
(30 June, 1809). 


Sir, 

I am directed to desire that you will acquaint the Board of Revenue 
that the Right Honble the Governor General in Council has this day 
been pleased to make the following arrangements. 


Mr. James Morgan the Collector of Rungpore has been deputed to 
officiate as Judge and Magistrate of Binagepore. 


Mr. J. Digby deputed to act for Mr. Morgan as Collector of 
Rungpore. * 


69. Letter from the Secretary to Government to the Secretary, Board of 
Revenue, informing of Mr. Digby being appointed Collector of Rpngpore. 
(20 October, 1809). 

Sir, 

1 am directed to desire that you will acquaint the Board of Revenue 
that His Excellency the Vice President in Council has this day been 
pleased to appoint Mr. J. Digby to the office of Collector of the 
District of Rungpore.f 

70. Mr. Digby’s letter to the Secretary, Board of Revenue, informing of his 
appointing Rammohun Roy as Dewan of Rungpore Coltectorship. With Board’s 
Order. (5 November, 1809). 

Sir, 

Having in conformity to the orders contained in your letter of 23d 
Ultimo accepted the resignation of Golam shau late Dewan of this 
office 1 beg leave to acquaint you for the information of the Board that 
1 have appointed Rammohun Roy in his room a man of very respectable 
family and excellent, education; fully competent to discharge the duties of 
such an office; and from a long acquaintance with him I have reason 
to suppose that he will acquit himself in the capacity of Dewan with 
industry integrity and ability. I hope to be favoured with the Boards 
sanction of this appointment.J 

Board's Order : 

Ordered that the Collector of Rungpore be directed to inform the 
Board under whom and in what public office the person alluded to in 
his letter has been employed and also the name of his security. 


* Board of Revenue, O.C. II July, 1809, No. 49. 
t Board of Revenue, O.C. 26 October, 1809, No. 42. 
I Board of Revenue, O.C. 14 December, No. 23. 
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71. Mr. Digby’s letter to the Secretary, Board of Revenue, re: Rammohun 
Roy, With Board’s observations. <30 December, 1809). 

Sir, 

In reply to your letter of the 12th Instant I have the honor to ac¬ 
quaint you for the information of the Board that Rammohun Roy the 
man whom I have recommended to be appointed as Dewan of this 
office acted under me in the capacity of sheristadar of the Fowzdary 
Court for the space of three months while 1 officiated as magistrate of the 
Zillah of Ramgur and from what I saw of his knowledge of the Regu¬ 
lations accounts &ca., during that time and during the term of my acting 
as Collector of Jessore as well as from the opinion I have formed of 
his probity and General qualifications in a five years acquaintance with 
him I am convinced that he is well adapted for this situation of Dewan 
of a Collectors office. 

1 have also to inform you that Joiram Sain the Zemindar of 
Chachoiah &ca., paying an annual revenue to the amount of S. 
Rs. 20,935. 14. 6. 3. and Mirza Abbassally an heir of the late 

Mirza Mahomed Tuckey Zemindar of Coolaghaut &ca., paying a re¬ 
venue of S, Rs. 917. 13. 3. have come forward as his sureties to 

the amount of 5000 Rs. a copy of their security 1 beg leave to transmit 
enclosed.* 

Board’s observations: 

The Board of Revenue having taken the above letter into consi¬ 
deration and being of opinion that it is essentially necessary that all 
persons who may be appointed to the responsible office of Dewan 
should have been some time in the habits of transacting Revenue 
details and also he will be acquainted with the Regulations relating to 
Revenue matters and the General system observed in the collection of 
the Revenue. 

The Board therefore do not consider themselves authorised to con¬ 
firm the nomination proposed by the Collector. 

The Board further observe that the service performed by Rammohun 
Roy as Acting serishtadar of a Fouzdarry Court cannot be considered 
by the Board as rendering him in any degree competent to perform the 
more important duties of a Dewan which are in their nature totally 
different. 

The Board therefore direct that the Collector be instructed to nomi¬ 
nate some person from whose general knowledge in the Revenue 
Department responsibility and other qualifications, the duties vested in 
him may be expected to be performed with correctness. 

* Board of Revenue, O.C, 15 January, 1810, No. 10. 
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f he Board further observe that they are of opinion the security 
of a Dewan should not if it cart be avoidable be persons holding Lands 
in the district as they possibly might obtain an undue influence in the 
District. 


T2. Mr, Oigby’s reply to the letter of tfie Board of Revenue res Rammohun 
F*oy, <3i January, 181 Q). 

Sir, 

1 have to acknowledge the receipt of your Letter of the 5th Instant, 
and am sorry to observe, that the Board pay so little deference to my 
recommendation as to object to my appointing Rammohun Roy Dewan 
of this office, after having given him so favourable a character, and 
relating the very superior qualifications he possessed. 

It appears by the first Paragraph of your Letter, that the Board 
assert as a reason for refusing to confirm Rammohun Roy in the ap¬ 
pointment proposed, that in consequence of his inexperience in the 
transaction of the business attached to the office of Dewan, they con¬ 
sider him incompetent to discharge the duties of it, but I imagined that 
such objection would have been sufficiently obviated by what I men¬ 
tioned in my Letter of the 30th Ultimo, as to the knowledge he evinced 
of the Regulations and of the general system to be adopted for the 
collection of the Revenue when with me in the capacity of a private 
Moonshee, during the term of my acting as Collector of the District 
of Jessore. Moreover I cannot refrain from observing that in many 
instances Dewans of Collector s have been confirmed by the Board, who 
had never been employed in any public office. 

I now beg leave to refer the Board to the Cazy wul Cozzat in the 
the Sudder Dewanny Adawlut, to the head Persian Moonshee of the 
College of Fort William, and to the other principal officers of those 
Departments for the character and qualifications of the man I have 
proposed. 

Being thoroughly acquainted with the merits and abilities of 
Rommohun Roy, it would be very repugnant to my feelings, to be com¬ 
pelled so far to disgrace him in the eyes of the Natives as to remove 
him from his present employment in which 1 have continued him as 
officiating in the hope that the character which will be given of him 
by the Natives, to whom the Board are referred, and the knowledge of 
his business which I have declared him to possess, will induce them to 
confirm him in the appointment of Dewan of my office for which I 
am confident he is perfectly well qualified. 



MIN/Sr^ 



With Tespect to securities, I beg to inform the Board, he can pro¬ 
cure them from other Districts to any amount that may be required.* 


73. Reply from the Board of Revenue to Mr. Digby’s letter re: Rammohun 
Roy. (8 February, 1810). 

Sir, 

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your Letter of the 
31st Ultimo and to acquaint you that as the Board do not perceive any 
ground contained in it, to induce them to cdter their former decision 
respecting the nomination of Rammohun Roy to be Dewan of your 
Ziliah, they desire that you will proceed to select some other person 
for that office conformably to their orders of the 15th Ultimo. 

The Board further desire me to inform you that they greatly disap¬ 
prove of the style in which you have addressed them upon the present 
occasion; and that although it would be with much reluctance the Board 
would certainly feel themselves compelled to take very serious notice 
of any repetition of similar disrespect towards them.f 

74. Mr. Smelt’s letter to the Secretary, Board of Revenue, fnforming of his 
having received charge of the Collectorship of Rungpore. (so July, i»i 4 ). 

Sir, 

I beg leave to acquaint you for the information of the Bo.ard that 
I have this day received charge of the office of Collector of this District 
with the balance of cash in the Treasury amounting to Sicca Rupees 
IT 71, 1. 19. 3. for which 1 have granted my receipts in duplicate 
The value of Stamp Paper delivered over to m e by the Collector is 
Sa. Rs 28877. 10. as also 3 mds. 31 srs. 7 chutks. of opium for 

which 1 have given my receipt in duplicate 

75. Mr. Digby's tetter to the Secretary, Board of Revenue, informing of 
ius making over charge of the Collectorship of Rungpore. (20 July, 1814), 

Sir, 

You will be pleased to inform the Board that I have this day made 
over charge of this Collectorship to Mr. A Smelt together with official 
seals, office records, Stamp Papers, opium and Cash Balance in the 
Treasury amounting to Sa. Rs. 22171. 1. 19. 3. 

For the information of the Board I enclose you his receipts for the 
balance of Cash now in Treasury as also his receipts for the Stamp 
papers and opium now in deposit. § 

Board of Revenue, O.C. 8 February, 1810, No. 9. 

f Board of Revenue, O.C. 8 February, 1810, No. 10. 

X Board of Revenue, O.C. 29 July, 1814, No. 16. 

§ Board of Revenue, O.C. 29 July, 1814, No. 17. 
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76. Letter from Mr. Digby to the Chief Secretary to the Government inform 
Jng of his intention to proceed to England. (9 January, 1815). 

Sir, 


I beg leave to acquaint you for the information of Government 
that I propose to proceed to England by the next ship for the re-estab¬ 
lishment of my health as well as to settle my private affairs and to 
return in the course of three years to this country.* * * § 

Calcutta. I remain &c. 


77. Second letter from Mr, Dlgby to the Chief Secretary to Government on 
the same subject. (13 January, 1815). 

Sir, 

1 have the honour to enclose you for the perusal of the Honble. 
the Vice President in Council a certificate signed by Mr. T. Luxmoore 
Asstt. Surgeon on this establishment showing the necessity of my return¬ 
ing to Europe for the re-establishment of my health and 1 request the 
favour of your obtaining for me the permission of Government to 
embark on board the General Hewett.f 

Calcutta. I have &c. 

78. Certificate of the Accountant General re: Claims against Mr, Dlgby. 
(10 January, 1815). 

This is to certify that on reference to the General Books of this 
Presidency to the 30th April 1812, 13 1 do not find that there are any 
pecuniary claims exhibited therein against John Digby, Esqr, a Senior 
Merchant in the Honble Company’s Service.f 

79. Letter from the Chief Secretary to Mr, Digby informing of the permission 
granted to him to proceed to England. With Order. (17 January, 1815). 

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of two letters from you 
dated the 9th and 13th Instant together with the Medical Certificate 
mentioned to accompany the latter, and to acquaint you that the 
Honorable the Vice President in Council has been pleased to comply 
with your application for permission to proceed to England on board 
of the General Hewett, for the re-establishment of your health. The 
necessary orders will be issued to the Commander of the ship to 
receive you on board.§ 

Order: 

Ordered that a copy of the foregoing letters from Mr. j. Digby, 
who has obtained the permission of Government to proceed to England 


* Revenue Dept., O.C. 20 January, 1815, No. 7. 

f Revenue Dept., O.C. 20 January, 1815, No. 8. 

t Revenue Dept., O.C. 20 January, 1815, No. 10. 

§ Revenue Dept., O.C. 20 January, 1815, No. IGA. 
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on board of the General Hewett for the re-establishment of his health, 
be sent to the Public Department, that the necessary orders may thence 
be issued to the Commander of the above mentioned ship for receiving 
Mr. Digby on board. 

SO, Extract of a letter from the Governor General In Council to the Court of 
Directors re« Mr. J, Digby. (T October, 1815 ). 

Par 117. Mr. J. Digby late Collector of 
Rungpore, and Mr. A. G. Tod, 
late Collector of Government 
Customs at Hooghly, have resign¬ 
ed the service of the Honorable 
Company and proceeded to 
Europe. We beg leave to recom¬ 
mend that these Gentlemen be 
restored to the service should they 
make the necessary application 
within the prescribed period.* 

81. Letter from the Collector of Midnapore to the Secretary, Board of 
Revenue, re: a petition from Govindpersaud Roy. (19 January, 1818), 

Sir, 

I have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 6th Instant 
forwarding for my report copy of a petition from Govindpersaud'Roy. 

I beg leave to refer the Board to my letter to you under date the 
11 fch September last detailing the reasons for which measures were 
adopted to bring to sale the property of Jugmohun Roy, the father of 
the Petitioner. 

The Kistbundy executed by Jugmohun Roy, copy of which I en¬ 
close is for the payment of Sa. Rs. 3,358 in monthly instalments of 
Sa. Rs. 150—no part of this demand has been discharged by the 
Defaulter previous to his death. 

Exclusive of the statement of Effects belonging to the Estate 
of the deceased transmitted in my letter above referred to, 1 
have received from the Acting Collector of Burdwan a statement of 
additional property appertaining to the same Estate, now in the posses¬ 
sion of the petitioner—copies and translation of this statement 1 beg 
to enclose. 

Should the petitioner be disposed to execute Engagements for the 
liquidation of the demand which Government has against his father's 
Estate, on the terms of the original Kistbundee, I would take the liberty 
to suggest that an arrangement to the Effect be concluded with him, in 
consideration of the circumstances of the petitioner, who I understand 
has no means of subsistence but what he derives from the Enjoyment 
of the property in question. 

* General Letters to the Court of Directors (Revenue/), 7 October, 1815. 
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If this suggestion meet the Boards approval—the lands and other 
property of the petitioner should, I imagine, be held in mortgage in 
satisfaction for the payment of the demand.* 

£2. Enclosure from the Collector of Mldnapore containing a statement of 
Lands Ac. divided in equal half shares between Jugmohun Roy and Rammohun 
Roy. (19 January, 1818). 


Sree Sree Kisno 
Year 1224, 


List of Lands and property situated in x x x in the posses¬ 
sion of his son Govindpersaud Roy as follows translated from an account 
transmitted from the Collector of Burdwan.f 


Pergimnahs 

Names of the villages 
in which the grounds 
are situated 

Number of 
Biggahs for 
Pady grounds 

Tanks 

Total 



Bigh. 

Cot. 

Bigh. Cot. 

Bigh. 

Cot. 

Jahanabad ... 

Kissenuggar 

17 

... 

... ... 

17 


Do. ... 

Do. 

••• 

«.. 

2 

2 


Do. 

Goopeynauthpore 

2 

... 

... ... 

2 


Do. 

Drumpore 

6 

14 


6 

14 



23 

14 

2 

27 

14 

Boyrah 

Radabellebpore 

6 

... 

. 

6 


Bhoorsoot 

Nawoosur ... 

9 

... 

»«* 

9 


Do. 

Catiadul 

6 

... 


6 

... 



21 

14 

2 

21 



46 

14 

2 

48 

14 

Chatewah 

Sanmaut 

11 

3 

. 

11 

3 

Do. 

Coolnairab 

20 


... 

20 


Do, 

Dhurmah 

5 

... 


3 

... 

Do. 

Khankhanah Chuck ... 

11 

... 

... 

11 


Do. 

Luckencoondoo 

10 

3 

• • » 

10 

3 

Do. 

Gopalpore 

5 

12 


3 

12 

Do. 

Wooday Chuck 

2 

... 

Ml M| 

2 


Do. 

Cowlenpore ... 

6 

... 

• • • 

6 

... 

Do. 

Hubbibpore 







Gardenground 

60 

... 

. 

60 

... 



170 

ia 

2 

130 

18 



177 

12 

2 

178 


p 


<u 

& 

u tod 


a 


_ o 


* Board of Revenue, O.C. 27 January, 1818, No. 32/33. 
t Board of Revenue, O.C. 27 January, 1818, Separate No. L 


Mookerjee 





























MIN IST/fy. 


RAJA RAMMOHUN ROY 



<SL 


Sree Sree Raum 
Year 1224 


n £ 

gJB 

O 

a © 

H3 O 

SJq 
6 « 
sfi. s 

CO 


List of the Pady ground Dwelling Houses, Tanks (» and Garden 
occ. which divided into two Equal half and half share, between Juggo- 
mohun Roy (Deceased) and Rammohun Roy as follows. 


Govindpersaud Roy one of the holders 
the possession of an half share belong¬ 
ing to his father Juggomohun Roy 
Deceased one of the half sharers in the 
following Estate Effects &c. 

Dwelling Houses consisting by 

estimation 
Cocoanut Trees 

A Garden covered with Mangoe Trees 

House consisting X ... 

Ditto ... 

Trees ... 

X Hall erected X 

consisting X 


House X earth X 

long and 8 cubits Breadth ... 

A House erected and built its wall with 
Bricks and covered with straw thach 
13 cubits long & 6 Breadth X 
to the west side X 

Durrozah House ... ... 

House Ditto 30 cubits long and X 
breadth is X to the south 

side X X 

House made and built with wood 
covered with straw &c. X X 
cubits long & 6 Breadth X X ... 

A Brick built Durrozah ... 

X Built House using for things 

<feca. X cubits long and X 
Breadth 

A X X Brick House for 
kitchen 35 cubits long and X 
Breadth X X ... 

A X roomed Brick X with 
2 X ,30 cubits long and X 
Breadth 

A upperroomed Brick House contained 
with 6 rooms for women s X 
35 cubits long Breadth 15 ... 


Gooropersaud Roy one of the holders 
the possession of one half share belong¬ 
ing to Rammohun Roy one of the half 
sharers in the following Estate and 
Effects <fcc. 


) 

} 




Bigahs 

16 (Divided) 
• 70 Ditto 

100 Ditto 
Bigah 

1 Ditto 

10 Ditto 
^00 Ditto 

Bigahs 

8 

35 

50 

Cottahs 

10 

Bigahs 

9 

100 

Bigahs 

8 

35 

50 

Cottahs 

10 

Bigahs 

9 

100 

700 

Ditto 

350 

350 

1 

Ditto 

8 annas 

8 annas. 

1 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Divided 

annas share 

8 

annas share 

8 

Ditto 


Do 

Do 

Ditto 


Do 

Do 

Ditto 


Do 

Do 

Do 


Do 

Do 

Do 


Do 

Do 

Do 


Do 

Do 

Do 


Do 

Do 
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<§L 


X House to the X thereof 
26 cubits long and Breadth 6 


Brick wall X House 
cubits long and Breadth X 


:<} 


l 


A House erected and built its wall with 
Bricks and covered it with straw 
thach for cook room 22 cubits long 
and breadth 6 


A House contained with 4 Brick Rooms 
covered with straw thach 25 cubits 
long and Breadth 20 ... 


Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 

Do 


-E 

£TJ - 
m di - h 

O I - 
0-| & 
-u 9 

'S Q 1.o 
III § 

Sc£cat£ 


List of the Estate and Effects belonging to Jugmohun Roy 
(Deceased) in Nangurpara in the Pergannah Boyrah x 13th Choyet. 


An upperroomed 
with 3 Rooms X 


Brick House 

X 


This House situated X X stood 
up in a X or charity ground 
consisting 2 cottahs 


A X X House for X 
20 cubits long and Breadth 5 


1 This House situated X stood 
r up in a charity ground consisting 
J half estate 


A X XX 

wall covered with straw thach 


This House situated X stood 
f upon a charity ground consisting of 
J 1 cottah 


A Tank situated being and dug down to 1 
the west of a Garden of Groodoss Roy f. This Tank is dug down in a 
and to the east of the women s apart- j charity ground consisting 25 Bigahs 


ment 


Fen cocoanut trees to the west side of 1 
the said Tank j* 

A piece of ground situated lying and ^ 
being to the North side of the X L 
aforesaid 


10 Trees 
2 Biggahs 


A straw House 20 cubits long and 
Breadth 6 

A Brick built lowerroomed Broken Hall 'j 
16 cubits long and Breadth 12 j~ 

A Cook Room erected its wall with Bricks 
and covered with straw thatch consist- L 
ing 22 cubits long and Breadth 6 ... J 

An Autchallah House 25 cubits long and L- 
Breadth 20 j 


r An half share of this is belong 
j ing to Juj * *" 


igmohun Roy (Deceased) 

Ditto 


Ditto 


Ditto 
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Sree Sree Kisno 
Year 1224 


<SL 


X X X X 
U 

S 8 

tuQ x x x x 

(S3 

% 8^ 

0.23 -S 


<D 

v* 

CO 


8 


cPi «i|l 

l-s“°s1 

>■ b x ^ i 1 

II fz| 

*8 <3 *3-si's 


List of the Estate and effects belonging to Jugmohun Roy Deceas¬ 
ed on account of an eight annas or half share in Mouzah Nangoorparah 
in the Pergunnah Boyrah 30 Srabun 1224. 


Consisting the ground 16 Bigahs lying and being in Dwell- \ 
ing House an half share of the same •••} 

70 coconut Trees an half the same 
100 Mangoe Trees Ditto"* 

l Tank covered with Water Ditto Ditto 
Another Ditto Ditto ••• 


Another Ditto 
—half share 


Dug down in the ground 18 Bigahs 


4 


8 Bigahs 

35 Trees 
50 Ditto 

8 annas share 
8 Ditto 


200 Palmer Trees half of them 

A Brick Wall 700 cubits an half share 

1 Bytuckkhanah House the half share of the same •»* 

1 Durrozah House 25 cubits long and Breadth 6 half of it 

1 House 13 cubits long and Breadth 10 half of the same ... 

1 Bytuckkhanah House 30 cubits long and Breadth 1 
6 half share ***J 

1 Notmundeer 20 cubits long and Breadth 8 .*• ® 

I Brick built Durrozah 15 cubits Ipng and Breadth 5 ... 8 

1 Brick built lowerroomed House 9 cubits long and Breadth6... 8 

l Brick built Cook Room 25 cubits long and Breadth 6 
half share of the same 

A Hall with two Rooms 30 cubits long and Breadth X an 
half share X ••• •** M * 

An upperroomed Brick built House with 6 Rooms 35 cubits]^ 
long and Breadth 10 an half share of it ... ••• j 


9 Bigahs 

100 Trees 
350 cubits 

8 annas share 
8 annas share 
8 annas share 


an^ 


8 annas share 

Ditto 
Ditto 
Ditto 

8 annas share 

8 annas Ditto 
8 annas Ditto 


True Translation 
(Sd.) A. Campbell 
Cqllr. 
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83. Letter from the Board of Revenue to the Collector of Midnapore re: 
Govindpersaud Roy’s affairs. (27 January, 1818). 

I am directed by the Board of Revenue to acknowledge the receipt 
of your letter of the 19th Instant and to acquaint you that under all the 
circumstances of the case, and as it would appear that the property 
left by the late Jugmohun Roy is at present contested in the Court of 
Justice, the Board do not conceive that any coercive measures shall be 
adopted to enforce the payment of a balance which has been so long 
due, they have accordingly been pleased to authorize the petitioner to 
pay the balance in ten years by instalments. 

A copy of the Petitioners engagements is herewith transmitted to 
you and you will receive the instalments as they may become due.* 

84. Letter from the Collector, of Midnapore to the Board of Revenue, re: 
the sale of Govindpersaud Roy’s lands for arrears due to Government. (23 
February, 1820). 

Sir, 

With reference to the Boards instructions to the late Collector under 
date the 27th January 1818, accompanied by engagements on the part 
of Govindpersaud Roy son of Jugmohun Roy Deceased late Falookdar 
of Hurreerampore Pergunnah Chitwa to pay the Balance due from his 
Father’s Estate in ten years by instalments, I beg leave to state for their 
information that the year 1225 B.S. having elapsed wihout his taking 
any steps for the payment of the instalment due for that period amount¬ 
ing to Sa. Rs. 335 or shewing the slightest attention to the requisition 
issued by me to that effect, 1 transmitted a Roobakaree on the 27th of 
January last to the Collector of Burdwan calling upon him to furnish 
me with a statement of such part of the Property of Govindpersaud Roy 
in that District as it might be expedient to dispose of for the recovery 
of the Instalment. 

2d. That statement I have now the honor to submit, and request 
the Board will be pleased to issue the necessary instructions to the 
Collector of Burdwan for the sale of the Lands therein specified.f 

85. Letter from the Board of Revenue to the Collector of Burdwan on the 
above matter. (29 February, 1820). 

Sir, 

I am directed to transmit to you the annexed copy of a letter from 
the Collector of Midnapore and to communicate the Board s desire that 
you will submit a regular Lotbundy of the property of Govindpersaud 

* Board of Revenue, O.C. 27 January, 1818, No. 34. 
f Board of Revenue, O.C. 29 February, 1820, No. 25. 
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brought to sale for the recovery of 
person under his engagement** 


86. Letter from the Collector of Burdwan to the Secretary, Board of Revenue, 
re: Govindpersaud Roy’s affairs. (31 March, 1820 ). 

Sir, 

I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your Letter of the 
29th February last and beg leave to enclose a Statement of Lackerage 
Lands of Govindpersaud Roy for the Liquidation of arrears of Revenue 
due from him to Government in Zillah Midnapore which I would pro¬ 
pose to expose for sale at my Cutcherry on Thursday the 18th May or 
6th Joyte next.f 


87. Statement of the Lackeraj lands belonging to Govindpersaud Rpy pro¬ 
posed to be sold. (31 March, 1820). 

Statement of Lackeraje lands of Govindpersaud Roy the heir of 
Jugmohun Roy late Proprietor of Hurrirampore in Purgh. Chettooah 
proposed to be sold for the recovery of Arrears of Revenue due from 
him to Government to the end of 1225 B.S.f 


Lot 

Names of 
Villages in 
which the 
lackerage is 
situated 

Names of 
Zemindaree 
Pergunnah 
or other local 
division 

| Names of 
j Proprietors 
of Lackerage 
lands 

Nature of 
Lackerage lands 

Supposed 
Quantity of 
Lackerage 
lands 

Amount for 
which the 
lands are 
proposed for 
sale 

1 

jKissenuagur 

P- Jehanabad 

Govindper¬ 
saud Roy, 
the heir of 
Jugmohun 
Rdy 

1 

Said to be 
Bermotur 

Occupied by 
Luckhun 
Mullick - - 
Do. Sibram 
Neabagis 

Do. Kissen 
Coond - - 
Do. Rampersad 
Sal - - - 
Do. Bydenaut 
Kahar containing 
a tank - - 

B. C. C. 

8 . 

5 . 

1 . 

3 . 

2 . 

335 


_ Rem arks_ 

This statement is made out from 

the Papers which was delivered by 
the Gcmastah of the Village to the 
Peon who was deputed from this 
Cutcherry to ascertain the default¬ 
ers Property. 


Burdwan 31st March 1820. 

Errors Excepted 
(Sd.) Ill. 

* Board of Revenue, O.C. 29 February, 1820, No. 26. 

t Board of Revenue, O.C. 14 April, 1820, No. 13. 

X Board of Revenue, O.C. 14 April, 1820, Separate No. 2. 
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Letter from the Board of Revenue to the Collector of Mjdnapore 
Roy’s affairs. (14 April, 1820 ) 



I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 23rd 
of f ebruary last with its enclosure and to acquaint you that the Collr. 
of Burdwan has been furnished with final instructions to bring to sale 
the property of Govindpersaud Roy on Monday th e 18th proxo.; you 
will of course advise him should the amount be previously paid into 
your Treasury.* 


89. Letter from the Board of Revenue to the Collector of Burdwan re: the 
sale of Govindpersaud Roy’s lands. (14 April, 1820). 

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letters of the 31 st 
ultimo and to acquaint you that approving of the proposed sale of the 
rights and interests of Govindpersaud Roy in the lakheraj lands exhibit¬ 
ed in the statement submitted with it, authorize your issuing advertise¬ 
ments notifying that they will be disposed of at your kucherry on 
Thursday the 18th proxo. or 6th of Joyte next; and they authorize you 
to proceed to the actual sale unless the sum to be recovered be 
previously discharged.! 

90. Letter from the Corrector of Midnapore to the Board of Revenue re: arrears 
due from Govindpersaud Roy and Sale of his property. (27 December, 1821 ). 

Sir, 

With reference to the Board’s instructions to the late Collector 
under date 27th January 1818 accompanied by engagements on the 
part of Govindpersaud Roy son of Jugmohun Roy deceased late 
I alockdar of Hurreerampore Pergunnah Chetwa to pay the Balance 
due from his Father’s Estate in ten years by instalments, I beg leav^ 
to state for their information that the years 1226 and 1227 B.S. have 
elapsed without his taking any steps for the payment of the instalments 
due for that period amounting to Sa. Rs. 670 or shewing the slightest 

attention to the Perwannah issued by me to that effect on the [4th 
May last. 

1 have therefore to request the Board will be pleased to issue the 
necessary instructions to the Collector of Burdwan for the sale of his 
ptoperty for the recovery of the amount due.f 


Board of Revenue, O.C. 14 April, 1820 No. 14. 
t Board of Revenue, O.C. 14 April, 1820, No. 14. 
X Board of Revenue O.C. 17 May, 1822, No f 9A. 
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9t Letter from tihe Board of Revenue to the Acting Collector of Burdwan 
asking for explanation of the cause of delay in conforming to their orders res 
the sale of Govindpersaud Roy’s lands, (22 January, 1822). 

Sir, 

The Board of Revenue having remarked that no answer has as yet 
been furnished to their orders of the Nth April 1820 authorizing the sale 
of the rights and interests of Govindpersaud Roy I am directed to desire 
that you will supply the omission and furnish an explanation of the cause 
of the delay that has occurred. 

2d. You are further desired to prepare a statement of the Lands 
belonging to Govindpershaud Roy for sale for the recovery of the 
arrears due to Government in Zillah Midnapore.* 

92. Reply from the Collector of Burdwan (Mr, J, Digby) to the Board’s above 
letter. (18 March, 1822). 

Sir, 

I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter under 
date the 22d January last calling upon me to explain the cause of the 
delay which has occurred in replying to the Board’s Orders of the 14th 
April 1820. I beg leave to acquaint yQu for the information of the 
Board that the surn of Sicca Rupees 335, which was due to Government 
from Govindpersaud Roy on account of his failure in the payment of 
instalments for the year 1225 B.S. having been paid by him into my 
Treasury a draft for the above amount was transmitted to the Collector 
of Midnapore under date the 3d July 1820. Consequently my pre¬ 
decessor had not replied to it. 

In answer to the 2d Paragraph I further beg leave to inform you 
that the arrears not being there stated in your letter 1 have transmitted 
a Roobuckarry to the Collector of Midnapore requesting him to 
transmit to me a statement of the amount of arrears due to Government 
for what years that 1 might be enabled to prepare the Lotbundy.f 

S3. Mr, Dtgby’s letter to the Board of Revenue transmitting a statement of 
the property of Govindpersaud Roy proposed to be sold. With Enclosure# 
(8 May, 1822). 

Sir, 

I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 
3d. Instant And to transmit to you a statement in the English, Persian 
and Bengal Languages of the property of Govindpersaud Roy which I 
would recommend being sold at this Cutchery on Thursday the 13th 
June 1822 corresponding with the 32d. Jeyte next for the recovery of the 
arrears of Reve. due from him to Government for 1226 & 27 B.S. in the 
District of Midnapore 4 

* Board of Revenue, O.C. 22 January, 1822, No. 5. 

t Board of Revenue, O.C. !7 May, 1822, No. 7. 

J Board of Revenue, O.C. 17 May, 1822, No. 8, 



/atement of the Lackeraje Lands of Govindpersaud Roy Proposed to be sold for the recovery of arrears of Revenue 
from him to Government in the District of Midnapore for 1226 & 27 B.S.^ 


<SL 


Lots 


Names of Names of Zemin- 
villages in which; daree Pergunnahs 
the Lackeraje or other local 


is situa¬ 
ted 


Nangoorparrah P. Boyrah 


Divisions 


Names of Pro- j 
prietors of 
Lackeraje 
Lands 

Nature of Lackeraje Lands 

t 

Supposed quantity 
of Lackeraje 
Lands 

Amount for 
which the 
lands are 
proposed for 
sale 

Govindpersaud 

Roy 

Bermutter 

Bhudrasun Bastoo lands 16 Biggas 

B. C. C. 



Share 

70 coconut Trees share ... 35 

100 Mangoe 

Do Do .. 50 

8as share of a Tank 

Do of a Do. 

8 . 



18 Biggas as share of a Ditto 

On the hank of the Tank 

200 Palmyrah Trees 
share .. 100 

700 cubits Brick walls 
share . 350 

8as share of a Pucka Built 
Buytuckannah House 
including 3 Rooms 

9 . 





Remarks 


The state¬ 
ment is made 
out from the 
papers re - 
ceived from 
the Collr- of 
Midnapore. 


Board of Revenue, OJfc. 17 May, 1822 (No. 8,} Separate No. 1. 
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<SL 



Names of 
villages in which 
the Lackeraje 
is situa¬ 
ted 

Mames of Zemin- 
daree Pergunnahs 
or other local 
Divisions 

Names of Pro¬ 
prietors of 
Lackeraje 
Lands 

Nature of Lackeraje Lands 

Supposed quantity 
of Lackeraje 
* Lands 

Amount for 
which the 
lands are 
proposed for 
sale 

Remarks 


* . 

I 

| 

8as share of a Durwajah House 
West side of the Durwajah 

8as share of a Straw House 

South side of the House 

8as share of a Straw Buytuck- 
cannah House 

East side of the House 

8as share of a Straw Naut Mundir 
East side of the Naut Mundir 

8as share of a Pucka Built 
Durwajah House including 4 
Rooms. 

South side of the Durwajah 

8as share of a Pucka Bhander 
Room. 

! South side of the Bhander Room 

8as share of a Kitchen room 

West side of the Bhandar Room 

8as share of a Pucka Built House 
including 2 Rooms. 

I 8as share of a upperroomed 
Pucka Built House consisting 

6 Rooms 

8as share of a straw House 

8as share of a Pucka Broken 
Room 

8as share of a straw kitchen 
Room 

8as share of a Autchaliah House 
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tots 

7 

Names of 
villages in which 
the Lackerage 
is situa¬ 
ted 

Names of 
Zemindar ee 
Pergunnahs or 
other local 
Divisions 

Names of 
Proprietors 
of 

Lackeraje 

lands 

Nature of Lackeraje Lands 

Supposed quantity 
of Lackeraje 
Lands 

Amount for 
which the 
lands are 
proposed for 
sale 

Remarks 


Kishennogur 

P. Jehanabad 

Do 

Bermutter 

Occupied by Luckhun Mullick 
Lands 

B. C. C. 

8 







Do by Sibram Neabagis Do ... 

5 . 







Do by Kishen Coond Do 

1 . 







Do by Rampersaud Do 

3 . 







Do by Bydenaut Kahar Do 

2 . 




Gopeenautpore 

Do 

Do 

Bermutter 

Occupied by Bhurrut Bogdy Lands 

1 . 







Do by Chintamunny Day Do 

12 







Do by Rampersaud Sunnokar Do 

8 




Nawosur 

Kittadul 

Do. Bhoorshut 

P. Bhoorshut 

Do 

Govindpersaud 

Roy 

Do by Radamohun Ohara Lands 
Bermutter 

Occupied by Rampersaud Begty 
Lands 

9 . 

6 . 




Dhurmmpore 

P* Jehanabad 

Do 

Do by Golaup Nubby Do 

6 14 




Coolgurreah 

P. Chettooah 

Do 

Do by Nazir Mohamed Do 

5 I 







Do by Bucktar Do 

3 7 




- ; . -V 



Do by Shaik Rufferudden 

7 . 
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Lots 

Names of 
villages in 'which 
the Lackerage 
is situa¬ 
ted 

Names of 
Zemindaree 
Pergunnahs or 
other local 
Divisions 

Names of 
Proprietors 
of 

Lackeraje 

Lands 

Nature of Lackeraje Lands 

Supposed quantity 
of Lackeraje 
Lands 

Amount for 
which the 
lands are 
proposed for 
sale 

Remarks 


Cotalpore 

P. Chettooah 

Govindpersaud 

Roy 

Occupied by Greedhar Candle Do 

B. C. C. 

1 18 







Do by Bungsee Pattur Do 

j 9 . 







Do by Bharrut Dullye Do 

2 18 




Gopaulpore 

Do 

Do 

Do by Roggonaut Myty Do 

1 18 







Do by Joogul Sanah Do 

2 14 



. 

Baugunhurypore 

Do 

Do 

Garden 

29 Mangoe trees 

16 Jack Do 

2 Tamarind Do 

1J Jhar Bumboos 

2 Chalda Trees 

1 Coconut Do 

60 . 




Saumat 

Do 

Do 

Occupied by Mahadeb Samunt 
Lands 

| - 

4 10 






- - 

Do by Jankeram Putnaik Do 

2 17 







Sauntepatton 

1 18 






■ i 

Unknown 

18 

670 ... ... 



Burdwan 8th May 1822 
Errors Excepted 
(Sd) JOHN DIGBY Colir. 
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the Board of Revenue to the Collector of Burdwan 
Govindpersaud Roy. (17 May, 1822). 



Sir* * * § 

With reference to your letters of the 18th March and 8th Instant, 
I am directed to acquaint you that the Collector of Midnapore has been 
directed to furnish you with a statement of the balances due from 
Govindpersaud Roy in addition to the one enclosed in your letter of 
the 8th for the whole of the amount due to the present date.* 

85. Mr. Digby’s letter to the Board of Revenue re: the sale of Govintf* 
persaud Rpy’s lands. (28 September, 1822). 

Sir, 

Having been informed that the landed property of Govindpersaud 
Roy which was advertised for sale on 13th June according to the ordeie 
of the Board under date the 22 January last, appertains to the District 
of Hooghly; I deem it proper to bring this circumstance to the notice of 
the Board and beg the favor of your apprizing me of the resolution of 
the Board as to the propriety of my proceeding to the sale of the land 
in question or referring it to the Collector of Hooghly.f 

96. Board’s qeply to the above letter. (15 October, 1822). 

Sir, 

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 28th 
Ultimo and to acquaint you that the sale should be conducted at the 
Cutcherry of the District in which the lands are situated; and applica¬ 
tion should accordingly be made to the Collector of Hooghly who 
should be requested to submit a statement of Rent free Lands be 
longing to Govindpersaud Roy for sale.J 


97. Letter from the Collector of Hooghly to the Board of Revenue in¬ 
forming of the payment made by Govindpersaud Roy. (6 May, 1825). 

Sir, 

I have the honor to inform, you that Govind Persaud Roy son of 
Juggomohun Roy deceased, whose landed property was advertized for 
sale at this office on the 28th Ultimo for the recovery of the amount 
arrears of Revenue alluded to in the Lotbundee forwarded to the Board 
with my letter of the 15th March and approved on the 29th has paid 
the amount covered by decree Rupees 335 due to Government pre¬ 
vious to the day of sale. 

The necessary communication has been made to the Collector of 
Zillah Midnapore on the above subject.§ 


* Board of Revenue, O. C. 17 May, 1822, No. 9. 

f Board of Revenue, O.C. 15 October, 1822, No. 17. 

t Board of Revenue, O.C. 15 October, 1822, No. 18. 

§ Board of Revenue, Procgs., 10 May, 1825, No. 25, 




PART TWO 


SELECTED RECORDS OF CASES AGAINST 
RAMMOHUN ROY IN THE SUPREME COURT OF 
JUDICATURE 



98. BMI of Complaint of GovlnsJpcrsaud Roy. (Filed 23 dune, 1817.) 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE AT FORT WILLIAM 

IN BENGAL 

In Equity, 

Govindpersaud Roy only son heir and 
legal personal representative of Juggo- 

mohun Roy Deceased.Complainant 

And 

Rarnmohun Roy . Defendant 

To The Honorable Sir Edward Hyde East 
Knight Chief Justice and his Companions 
Justices of the same Court. 

Humbly complaining sheweth unto your Lordships Your Orator 
Govindpersaud Roy of Calcutta Inhabitant an Hindoo only son heir and 
legal personal Representative of Juggomohun Roy an Hindoo deceased 
that Ramcaunt Roy the Grandfather of your Orator who was also an 
Hindoo and resided in his life time at Nangoorparrah Kissenagore in 
the Pergunnah of Bagrah in the district of Burdwan in the Province of 
Bengal had in his life time three Wives by the eldest of whom named 
Subboodarah Daby long since dead the said Ramcaunt Roy had no 
children but by his second Wife named Tarryney Dabey he had two 
sons namely Juggomohun Roy your Orator’s said Father his eldest son, 
Rarnmohun Roy the Defendant hereinafter named who is an Inhabi¬ 
tant of Calcutta and a person therefore subject to the Jurisdiction of 
this Honorable Court, his second son And your Orator further sheweth 
that the said Ramcaunt Roy had by his third and youngest wife named 
Rammoney Dabey one son called Ramlochun Roy who was the third 
and youngest of his sons And your Orator further sheweth that the said 
Ramcaunt Roy was in his life time seized and possessed of a consider¬ 
able Estate immoveable and moveable or real and personal and that 
on or about the Nineteenth day of Augrun in the Bengal year twelve 
hundred and three answering to the first day of December in the year of 
Christ One thousand seven hundred and Ninety six the said Ramcaunt 
Roy did by a certain Instrument in writing in the Bengal Language and 
character a true translation of which is hereunto annexed marked with 
the Letter A divide and allot among his three sons the said Juggomohun 

The records of this case are preserved in the Old Records Dept, of the 
Calcutta High Court (Original Side). Case (Old Equity). 
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Key, Ram mohun Roy and Ramlochun Roy a certain part of his im¬ 
moveable or real estate as mentioned m the said Instrument in writing 
and of which shares so respectively allotted the said Joggomohun Roy, 
Rammohun Roy and Ramlochun Roy 'respectively took possession 
under and by virtue of the said Instrument of Partition And your Orator 
further sheweth that the said Ramlochun Roy separated himself from 
the said family and went and lived apart and divided from the said 
family but that the said Ramcaunt Roy and his said two sons the said 
Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy immediately or shortly after the 
said Partition re-united and lived together as an Hindoo family, and be¬ 
came again and were joint and undivided in food property and in all 
other respects until the death of the said Ramcaunt Roy which happen¬ 
ed on or about the month of Joystee in the Bengal year twelve hundred 
and ten answering to the months of May and June in the year of Christ 
One thousand eight hundred and three and that the said Juggomohun 
Roy and Rammohun Roy continued to live together and to form an un¬ 
divided Hindoo family from the death of the said Ramcaunt Roy until 
the death of the said Juggomohun Roy which happened in or about the 
month of Chaite in the Bengal year twelve hundred and eighteen 
answering to parts of the months of March and April in the year of 
Christ One thousand eight hundred and twelve the said Juggomohun 
Roy leaving him surviving your Orator his only son heir and legal per¬ 
sonal Representative and as such according to the Laws Usages and 
Customs of the Hindoos entitled to the whole of his Estate immoveable 
and moveable or real and personal And your Orator further sheweth 
that after the making of the Partition and allotment hereinbefore men¬ 
tioned the said Ramcaunt Roy purchased with the joint monies and 
funds of himself and the said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy 
but in the name of a confidential servant named Gungadhur Ghose but 
for the joint benefit of himself and the said Juggomohun Roy and 
Rammohun Roy a certain Talook called or known by the name of 
Govindpore situate and being in the Pergunnah of Jahanbad in the 
Zillah of Burdwan aforesaid and in the name of his nephew one Ram¬ 
tonoo Roy but also with the said joint monies and for the joint benefit of 
himself and the said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy a certain 
other Talook called or known by the name of Rammesserpore situate 
and being m the Pergunnah of Chunderconnah in the same Zillah And 
your Orator further sheweth that having so purchased the said two 
several Talooks at a public Sale of Government sold for arrears of 
Revenue in the names of the said Gungadhur Ghose and Ramtonoo 
Roy he caused the same Gungadhur Ghose and Ramtonoo Roy to 
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execute Bills of Sale thereof to the said Rammohun Roy but in trust 
for and for the joint benefit of himself the said Ramcaunt Roy and the 
said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy jointly and also caused the 
said two several Talooks to be transferred in the Books of the said 
Collector into the name of the said Rammohun Roy And your Orator 
further sheweth /that the said Ramcaunt Roy having purchased in 
manner hereinbefore mentioned the said two several Talooks called 
Govindpore and Rammesserpore he the said Ramcaunt Roy caused 
Bills of Sale thereof to be executed by the said Rammohun Roy to one 
Rajiblochun Roy and that the said two several Talooks were transferred 
in the Books of the Collector of Burdwan into the name of the said 
Rajiblochun Roy the said two several last mentioned conveyances and 
transfers were successively made by the directions of the said Ramcaunt 
Roy and in trust for himself and the said Juggomohun Roy and Ram¬ 
mohun Roy as aforesaid And your Orator further sheweth that the said 
two several Talooks called Govindpore and Rammesserpore were and 
continued to be joint Property of the said Ramcaunt Roy and the said 
juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy from the time of the purchase 
thereof at the Government Sale as aforesaid until and at the time of 
the death of the said Ramcaunt Roy which happened as aforesaid the 
said Ramcaunt Roy leaving him surviving two widows named Tarreney 
Daby and Rammoney Daby who are still alive but are not Inhabitants 
nor is either of them an Inhabitant of Calcutta or in any manner sub¬ 
ject to the Jurisdiction of this Honourable Court, x x x the 
said Juggomohun Roy your Orator’s said father the said Rammohun Roy 
and the said Ramlochun Roy but that the said Ramlochun Roy never 
having re-united with the said family was not entitled to any part of the 
said joint Estate but that the said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun 
Roy became and were at the death of the said Ramcaunt 
Roy entitled to the whole of the Estate immoveable and moveable or 
real and personal of which the said Ramcaunt Roy was so jointly with 
them seized and possessed of or entitled to at the time of his death as 
aforesaid including the said two several Talooks of Govindpore and 
Rammesserpore then held in the name of the said Rajiblochun Roy in 
trust as aforesaid And your Orator further sheweth that the said Ram¬ 
lochun Roy the third and youngest son of the said Ramcaunt Roy died 
in or about the month of Rous in the Bengal year twelve hundred and 
sixteen answering to parts of the months of December in the year of 
Christ one thousand eight hundred and nine and of January in the year 
of Christ one thousand eight hundred and ten the said Ramlochun Roy 
leaving him surviving a widow named Lobunggoluttah Daby and one 
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son only named Hurgovind Roy hi$ sole heir and legal personal Re¬ 
presentative and that the said Hurgovind Roy died in or about the 
month of Bhader in the Bengal year twelve hundred and twenty one 
answering to parts of the month of August and September in the year of 
Christ one thousand eight hundred and fourteen leaving no issue him 
surviving but leaving a widow named Hursoondary Dabey and his 
said mother named Lubbungoluttah Daby and that the said Hur- 
soondury Daby and Lubbungoluttah Dabey are not Inhabitants nor is 
either of them an Inhabitant of Calcutta or in any manner subject to 
the Jurisdiction of this Honourable Court And your Orator further 
sheweth that upon the death of the said Ramcaunt Roy the said Juggo- 
mohun Roy and Rammohun Roy became and were jointly of the whole 
of the said Estate immoveable or real and moveable or personal 
the said immoveable or real Estate comprising amongt other particulars 
the said Talooks of Govindpore and Rammesserpore the said two 
1 alooks yielding together after payment of the Revenue to Government 
an annual income or Profit to the Zemindar of fifteen thousand Rupees 
or thereabouts And your Orator further sheweth that shortly after the 
death of the said Ramcaunt Roy the said Juggomohun Roy and Ram- 
rnohun Roy caused the said two several TalooksS to be transferred in 
the Books of the said Collector into the name of one Groo Doss 
Muckerjee a grandson by a Daughter of the said Ramcaunt Roy in 
trust for the. joint use and benefit of the said Juggomohun Roy and 
Rammohun Roy And your Orator further sheweth that the said Ram¬ 
caunt Roy had lent out of the said joint funds large sums of money 
to different persons which remained due and owing at the time of his 
death and that the said Rammohun Roy after the death of the said 
Ramcaunt Roy recovered and got in several of such debts and that in 
particular the said Rammohun Roy received payment from the 
Honorable Andrew Ramsay commercial Resident at Jungipore of a 
debt due by the said Andrew Ramsay for monies which had been 
lent and advanced to him by the said Ramcaunt Roy out of the said 
joint funds amounting to Sicca Rupees eleven thousand besides Interest 
and also of another debt in like manner due by Thomas Woodforde 
formerly acting Collector of Dacca amounting to Sicca Rupees six 
thousand besides Interest And your Orator further sheweth that after the 
death of the said Ramcaunt Roy the said Juggomohun Roy and Ram¬ 
mohun Roy purchased out of their joint funds the Lands and Talooks 
hereinafter mentioned (that is to say) a certain Putteney Talook called 
Kissenagore situate in Pergunn^h Jahanabad in the Zillah of Burdwan 
aforesaid purchased in the name of the said Rajiblochun Roy but in 
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trust for the said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy which said 
last mentioned talook is of the value of Sicca Rupees forty thousand 
or thereabouts; a certain other Putteney Talook called Beerloak situate 
in Pergunnah Jahanabad and Zillah of Burdwan aforesaid which was 
also purchased in the name of the said Rajiblochun Roy in trust for 
the said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy and which said last 
mentioned T alook is of the value of Sicca Rupees sixty thousand or there¬ 
abouts; a certain other Putteney Talook called Nangulparrah situate 
in the Pergunnah of Boyrah in the zillah of Burdwan aforesaid which 
was purchased in the name of the said Ramlochun Roy the third son 
of the said Ramcaunt Roy in trust for the said Juggomohun Roy 
and Rammohun Roy And your Orator further sheweth that the said 
Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy laid out considerable sums of 
money belonging to the said joint funds in the making a certain piece 
of ground into a garden which belonged to the said joint. Estate consist¬ 
ing of sixteen Biggahs of ground or thereabouts situate at Raghunath- 
pore in Pergunnah Jahanabad m the Zillah of Burdwan aforesaid and 
in the constructing a certain House thereon and which said House and 
Garden are now of the value of Sicca Rupees nine thousand or there¬ 
abouts And your Orator further sheweth that the said Juggomohun 
Roy and Rammohun Roy also purchased several pieces or parcels 
of Rent free or Bremutter Ground situate at Kissenagore and in the 
1 ergunnah Jahanabad in the Zillah of Burdwan aforesaid containing 
about three hundred Biggahs and of the value of Sicca Rupees six 
thousand or thereabouts together with a certain other Putteney Talook 
called Serampore in Pergunnah Boorsut in the Zillah of Burdwan afore¬ 
said of the value of Sicca Rupees five thousand or thereabouts And 
your Oxatar further sheweth that the said Juggomohun Roy and Ram¬ 
mohun Roy were in the life time of the said Juggomohun Roy seized 
and possessed to them and their Heirs for ever as Tenants in common 
according to the Laws and Usages of the Hindoos as well of and in 
the said several Lands and lalooks and Premises which had been so 
purchased by them out of their joint funds as aforesaid as of and in 
the said two several Talooks called Govindpcre and Rammesserpore in 
the Zillah of Burdwan aforesaid which had been so purchased in the 
life time of the said Ramcaunt Roy as aforesaid And your Orator 
further sheweth that the said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy 
by the Profits of the said Talooks and otherwise greatly encreased their 
joint personal Estate and that the same at the death of the said Juggo- 
mohun Roy which happened as aforesaid amounted to five lacks of 
Sicca Rupees or some other very great amount including the sum of 
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Sicca Rupees eighty thousand in ready money of all which personal 
Estate consisting of ready money as aforesaid, Public Securities of 
the Government of Bengal Securities of Individuals Jewels, Gold and 
silver ornaments and Plate, household furniture and other effects the 
said Rammohun Roy possessed himself as well as of all and singular 
the said joint immoveable or real Estate in trust for himself and youi 
Orator who was then an Infant of the age of fifteen years or there¬ 
abouts and the said Rammohun Roy also possessed himself and has 
since kept and is still in possession of all the Pottahs title deeds muni¬ 
ments, Books Accounts and Papers belonging to the said Estate im¬ 
moveable or real and moveable or personal And your Orator further 
sheweth that the said Rammohun Roy shortly after the death of the 
said Jiiggomohun Roy purchased with the joint funds of your Orator 
and the said Rammohun Roy and for their joint use and benefit a 
certain Upperroomed House and Ground thereunto belonging situate 
at Chowringhee in the Town of Calcutta of the value of Sicca Rupees 
twenty thousand or thereabouts and also an Upperroomed Garden 
House situate at Simlah in the Town of Calcutta of the value of Sicca 
Rupees thirteen thousand ior thereabouts And your 'Orator further 
Sheweth that after the death of the said Juggomohun Roy your Orator 
continued 'to live with the said Rammohun Roy as an undivided Hindoo 
family at the family House at Nangulparrah in the zillah of Burdwan 
aforesaid until the sixteenth day of Maug in the Bengalee year twelve 
hundred and twenty three answering to parts of the months of January 
and February in the year of Christ one thousand eight hundred and 
seventeen And your Orator further sheweth that at or about the time 
last aforesaid your Orator discovered that the said Rammohun Roy 
was seeking to injure and defraud your Orator and to deprive him of 
his joint rights to his one moiety or half of the said joint Estate and 
that with that view the said Rammohun Roy had applied to and obtain¬ 
ed from the said Groo Doss Muckerjee a Bill of Sale or Conveyance of 
the said Talooks of Govindpore and Rammesserpore and had got the 
same transferred into his own name in the Books of the said Collector 
of Zillah Burdwan And your Orator further sheweth that having dis¬ 
covered that the said Rammohun Roy was also seeking to defraud your 
Orator of his share of the said joint personal Estate your Orator applied 
to the said Ramrr\ohun Roy to come to a Partition with your Orator of 
the said joint immoveable or real Estate and also to come to an 
account with your Orator touching the said joint moveable or personal 
Estate and to pay to your Oratbr whatever upon such account being 
taken shall be found justly due and owing from him to your Orator in 
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respect thereof with which reasonable applications your Orator well 
hoped that the said Rammohun Roy would have complied as in 
Justice and Equity he ought to have done. But now so it is may it 
please your Lordships that the said Rammohun Roy combining and 
confederating himself to and with divers other persons to your Orator 
unknown whose names when discovered your Orator prays may be 
inserted in this his Bill of Complaint with apt words to charge them as 
Parties thereto and contriving how to enjure and oppress your Orator 
in the premises positively refuses to comply with such your Orators 
reasonable applications all which Actings and Doings of the said 
Rammohun Roy and his confederates are contrary to equity and good 
Conscience and tend to the manifest Injury and Oppression of your 
Orator in the premises In tender consideration whereof and for as 
such as your Orator is remediless in the premises save in a Court of 
Equity where matters of this kind are most properly cognizable and 
relievable To the end therefore that the said Rammohun Roy and his 
confederates when discovered may upon their corporal Oaths full true 
and perfect answer make to all and singular the premises and that as 
fully and particularly as if the same were here again repeated and they 
interrogated thereto and that the said Rammohun Roy may answer and 
set forth whether all and singular the matters and things hereinbefore 
stated and charged are not true as they are hereinbefore stated and 
charged and if not in what respects or particulars they or any of them 
vary or differ from the truth and that the said Rammohun Roy may set 
forth a full true and particular account and description of the said real 
Estate and of the value thereof and of every particular thereof and 
also a full true and particular account of the said personal Estate, as 
the same was at the time of the death of the said Juggcmohun Roy, 
and as the same now is, and of what hath come to the hands possession 
or Power of the said Rammohun Roy or of any other person or persons 
to his use and that your Orator may be declared entitled to one full 
and equal moiety or half of the said joint Estate immoveable or real 
and moveable or personal and that the said Rammohun Roy may be 
decreed to execute a Partition with your Orator of the said joint im¬ 
moveable or real Estate and to an account with him touching the 
said joint personal Estate and the rents and Profits of the said joint im¬ 
moveable or real Estate come to his hands, Possession or Power or to 
the hands Possession or power of any other person or persons to his 
use and to pay to your Orator whatever upon such account being taken 
shall be found due and owing from the said Rammohun Roy to your 
Orator your Orator hereby offering to pay to the said Rammohun Roy 
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whatever sums of money (if any) shall upon such account being taken 
be found due and owing from your Orator to the said Rammohun Roy 
and that one or more Commission or Commissions of Partition may 
issue out of and under the seal of this Honourable Court for the purpose 
of making such F artition of the said immoveable or real Estate as afore¬ 
said and that one full and equal moiety or half part thereof may be 
allotted to your Orator to be held by him and his heirs in severalty And 
that all proper parties may be decreed to join in making a good title 
to each other the shares of the said Estate to be allotted under the said 
Commission of Partition as aforesaid And that all Pottahs, title deeds 
muniments, Books accounts and Papers relating to the said Estate im¬ 
moveable or real and moveable or personal may be brought in and 
deposited for safe custody with the proper officer of this Honourable 
Court And that your Orator may have such further and other Relief in 
the Premises as shall be agreeable to Equity and good conscience and to 
your Lordships shall seem meet. May it please your Lordships the 
premises considered to grant unto your Orator his Majesty’s Most 
Gracious Writ or Writs of Subpena to be directed to the said Rammohun 
Roy and the rest of his confederates when discovered thereby command¬ 
ing them and every of them at a certain day and under a certain pain 
therein to be limited personally to be and appear before your Lord- 
ships in this Honourable Court and then and there to answer all and 
singular the Premises aforesaid and to stand to perform and abide such 
Order direction and Decree therein as to your Lordships shall seem 


meet. 


And your Orator shall ever pray. 


(Sd.) R. Cutlar Fergusson. 


Wm. Scott 

Complainants Attorney. 
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Sri Sri Ram 
Year 1203 


Schedule A Referred to in the annexed Bill 


Seal affixed on the acknowledgment of 


Ramcaunt Rcy 



ALLOTMENT DEED 


Sri Juggomohun Roy’s Share. 


Mouza Nangoorpara 
Dwelling and Ber house, Hall, 
bounded by four Boundaries, 
together with Trees &ca. 
and the Tank towards the private 
Door and the new Tank together 
with its Banks and four Boundaries 

Of all these one moiety ....I one Item 

Mouza Crishnnogor, to the 
south of Chhoto Ghola, Paddy 

Lands ...8 Eight Biggahs 

Badul Coorya Paddy Lands ...........5 Five Biggahs 

Ber House together with four 
Boundaries with Trees &ca. 

the whole about .....3 three Biggahs 

Chhoto Ghola Tank .1 one 

Pergunnah Chetooa. 

Habibpore Ber together with four 
Boundaries the whole according 

to the Sunnud ...30 Thirty Biggahs 

In the above Pergunnah 
Mauza Gopalpoor and others 
whatever self acquired 
Brehmutter Lands there are belonging 

to me in those Mauzas ....1 One Item 











In Mauza Gopinathpore, 
under a Bill of Sale, Danga 


In Mauza Gopinathpore, 
under a Bill of Sale, Danga 

with Boundaries, Trees &ca. ... 2 Two Biggahs 

At Nij Cusba Gobindpoor 
in Pergunnah Chundercona Lodging 

House about ^.. 1 One Biggah 

One Danga Calamatie 
in Mauza Khanpoor with 

Boundaries ..... 3 three Biggahs 

Pergunnah Chetooa 

[entire Falook Hooreerampoor 

according to the Allotment Papers ...] One 

No body else has Right to this Talook, 
you will pay the Sudder and Revenue and 
enjoy and possess the Talook 


11 Eleven Items 
Eleven Items 

I Sri Juggomohun Roy write— 

You have allotted dwelling houses and so forth and the entire 
Talook Horirampore in Chetooa Fergana unto me. 1 will enjoy and 
possess the dwelling Houses and so forth and the Talook the whole 
according to the Particulars on this sheet. Should 1 ever prefer a claim 
to any of the Items specified, against any Body, or should any one prefer 
a claim, it is false. Year 1203. Twelve hundred and three, Date 19th 
nineteenth Ugraun. 

Sri Rammohun Roy’s Share. 

Mauza Nangoorpara 

Dwelling and Ber House, Hall 

bounded by four Boundaries 

together with Trees &ca. and 

the Tank towards the private Door 

and the new Tank with its Banks four 

Boundaries 

Of all these One moiety ...] One Item 

Gohalbatee s Ber 

with trees &ca. and Hales bounded 

by four Boundaries . 8 Eight Biggahs 

In Mouza Crishnnogur 
Soorjdas Roy’s Ber Paddy Lands 


9 nine Biggahs 










3 three Biggahs 


Paddy Lands at Catholyarcoond 
Poorun Ghuck in Pergunnah 
Chundercona .70 Seventy Biggahs 


My own share of the paternal Ber 

in Mauza Kettyadul .........1 One Item 

House with a pond bounded by 
four Boundaries purchased of 
Ramcrishna Set and others at 

Jorasanco in Mauza Calcutta ... 1 One Item 

My own share of the paternal Tank 

at Gopinathpoor ............I One Item 


Eight Items 

l Sri Rammohun Roy write— 

I take the dwelling House and so forth which you have allotted 
to me according to the particulars on this sheet I will enjoy and possess 
according to this Allotment Should 1 ever prefer any claim to any of 
the Items specified, against any Body, or if any one prefer it, it is false. 
Year 1203 Date 19th Ugraun. 

Sri Ramlochun Roy's Share. 


My own share of the paternal 
House with its Hall at Mauza 
Radanagor in Pergunna 

Jahanabad ... I One Item 

My own share of the paternal Ghalbatee .1 One Item 

My own share of the paternal Trees &ca. 
and Bamboos and so forth whatever there 

is at Radhanagor ......1 One Item 

My share of the paternal large Tank 
and the Tank towards the private 

Door and the Sudder Tank ...... I One Item 

My own Self acquired Paddy 

Lands under a sunnud ...8 Eight Biggahs 

In Mauza Crishnnogor under a 

Bill of Sale to the north of Poratya .9 nine Biggahs 

Formerly belonging to Crishnajeebun Roy 

to the South East of Poratya ....3 three Biggahs 

Formerly belonging to Horecrishna Roy .3 three Biggahs 

In Mauza Crishnbutty Garden with a 
Pond and Trees &ca 

four Boundaries according to Possession .7 seven Biggahs 
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Paddy lands to the East of that Garden ...5 five Biggahs 

Danga with Trees &ca and Holes & 

Bamboos according to four boundaries 

under a Bill of Sale from Rushbehary Sircar .3 three Beghas 

Haldarya Tank .....1 One 

In Mauza Gopinathpoor Paddy 
lands paternal —2-10. 

Purchased of Bejoyram Dutt .. 1. (0-4 four Biggahs 

Under a Bill of sale in Mauza 

Amdharya in Pergunnah Chundercona .16 sixteen Biggahs 

Mauza Cascaolee &ca .. 10 Biggahs 

Mauza Jhaloor .. 4J/> Four Biggahs and a half 

Ma,u^a Agur .4 four Biggahs 

In Pergunnah Bhoorshut 

My own share of paternal Cabilpoor .1 Yz one Biggah and a half 

Joyrum Chuck . 1.3: Twenty three cottas 

Mauza Khoyra ......10 Ten Biggahs 

Perg. 

Mauza Shampoor ..., .,2 Two Biggahs 

My own share of the paternal 

Berbaree in Mauza baleegoree about... 1.10 : one Biggah and a half 


22 Twenty two Items 
Twenty two Items 


I Sri Ramlochun Roy write— 

1 take the dwelling house and so forth which you have allotted to 
me according to the Particulars on this sheet. I will enjoy and 
possess according to this Allotment. Should I ever prefer claim; to 
any of the Items specified against any Body, or if any one prefer it, 
it is false. Year 1203 Date 19th Ugraun. 

[Ramcaunt Roy’s declaration] 

You three will enjoy and possess the dwelling houses and Tanks 
and Ber Gardens and so forth according to the Shares which I have 
defined and allotted to you three. The wearing apparel, Goods and 
Effects, Ornaments and so forth which 1 have given severally to indivi¬ 
duals are become theirs. I have not given any cash to either of you 
three. Whatever goods and effects, Ornaments and so forth I may 
give hereafter to individuals severally, shall become theirs, for which 
there shall be no mutual claims among you three one and against the 
other A small part of my self acquired Property and the Burdwan 
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lodging House remain my own exclusive of the shares I have given to 
you three. You have no concern with my debts and Dues extant con¬ 
tracted before this and what shall be so hereafter and with what I may 
earn from this day. 1 will give the same to whomsoever I please. I 
have no concern with what you may earn. My own share of the 
Worship of Ishwar which devolved from my father .remains yours 
three Persons in equal shares. All the Idols and Worship connected 
with the Worship which 1 have established myself, remain mine, you 
have no concern therewith. Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy ! the 
lands given by your maternal grandfather are become the property of 
you two—The lands given by Ramlochun Roy’s maternal Grandfather 
are become Ramlochun Roy’s—I give the Lands and Talooks, whereof 
Bills of Sale have been obtained by the Daughter of the late Bhutta- 
charjee in the names of her own sons Juggomohun Roy &ca. to her. I 
give to the Daughter of the late Ramshunker Roy the Lands which she 
has purchased should a claim be ever preferred for the same one 
against another it is false. I give the entire Talook Hurirampoor in 
Chetooa Perguna to Juggomohun Roy, with this Talook Rammohun Roy 
and Ramlochun Roy have no concern.—Year 1203 Twelve hundred 
and three Date 19th Ugran. 


Witness: 

Sri Ramgopal Debsurmu 
In : Gishnnogor 
Sri Rampersad Coobiraj 
In Radhanagor 
Sri Ramanund Surma 
In Gishnogor 
Sri Shibram Debsurma 
In Gishnnogor 
Sri Gishnanund Surma 
In Gishnnogor 
Sri Sudanund Debsurma 
In Gishnnogor 
Sri Hiraram Chuttopadhya 
In Byenan 

Perg. Mundleghaut, 


MINISfy, 
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Replication of the Complainant, Govlndpersaud Roy. (Filed 19 November, 

The Replication of the Complainant above- 
named to the Answer of the Defendant above- 
named 


This Repliant saving and reserving to himself all and all manner of 
advantage and Exception to the manifold. Errors and insufficiencies in 
the answer of the said Defendant for replication thereunto Saith that 
he will aver and prove his said Bill to be trug certain and sufficient in 
the Law to be answered unto and that the said answer of the Defen¬ 
dant is untrue uncertain and insufficient to be replied unto by this 
Repliant without that, that any other matter or thing whatever in the 
said answer of the said Defendant contained material or effectual in the 
Law to be replied unto and herein not replied unto confessed and 
avoided traversed or denied is true all which matters and things This 
repliant is ready and willing to aver maintain and prove as this Honor¬ 
able Court shall direct and Humbly prays as in and by his said Bill 
he hath already prayed. 


Wm. Scott 
Complainants Atty. 


(Sd.) R. Cutlar Fergusson 


100. Rejoinder of the Defendant, Rammohun Roy. (Filed 1 December, 1817.) 

The Rejoinder of Rammohun Roy 
the Defendant adovenamed to the 
Replication of the Complainant. 

This Defendant now and at all times hereafter saving and reserv¬ 
ing to himself ail and all manner of benefit and advantage of Exception 
to the uncertainty and insufficiency of the said Replication Saith that 
the answer of this Defendant is certain true and sufficient in the Law to 
be replied unto and he also saith as in and by his said answer he has 
already said and, doth and will aver and maintain all and every thing and 
things therein contained to be true and certain in such manner and form 
as he hath therein alleged and expressed. 

(Sd.) H Compton 

B. Turner 
Defendants Attorney 


WIN IST/fy 
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id. Interrogatories-in-chief on the part ami behalf of Govindpersaud Roy 
(Filed 27 January, 1818.) 


Interrogatories to be administered 
to Witnesses to be produced 
sworn and examined in a certain 
Cause now depending and at 
issue in (this Honourable Court 
wherein Govindpersaud Roy only 
son heir and legal personal Repre¬ 
sentative of Juggomohun Roy de¬ 
ceased is the Complainant and 
Rammohun Roy is the Defendant 
on the part and behalf of the 
Complainant (as follows.) 

First Interrogatory. Do you know the Parties Complainant and 

Defendant in the title of these Interrogatories named or either and which, 
of them and how long have you known them respectively and did you 
know in their respective lifetimes Ramcaunt Roy who was the father 
of the said Defendant and the Grandfather of the said Complainant and 
Juggomohun Roy and Ramlochun Roy who were the sons of the said 
Ramcaunt Roy and which said juggomohun Roy was the father of the 
said Complainant, or any or either and which of these persons, and how 
long did you know them before their respective deaths, and when did 
they respectively die as you know or have heard and for any and what 
reason believe ? Declare &ca. 

Second Interrogatory...... Had and have you any means or oppor¬ 
tunities of knowing and being acquainted and were and are you well 
and how otherwise acquainted with the affairs and concerns of the said 
family as well during the lifetime of the said Ramcaunt Roy as since his 
death If yea state what were and are your means and opportunities 
of being acquainted with the affairs and concerns of the said family 
fully and at large? 

Third Interrogatory...... Did the said Ramcaunt Roy and his said 

three sons at any and what time live together and form an undivided 
Hindoo family. If yea do you know or remember any and what Parti¬ 
tion which was at any time and when made by the said Ramcaunt Roy 
in his lifetime of any and what Lands houses and Talooks or other and 
what immoveable or real Estate between and among his said three sons 
the said Juggomohun Roy Ramlochun Roy and the said Defendant? 
Declare the truth touching the matters enquired after by this Interroga¬ 
tory with the means of your knowledge or the reasons for your belief 
fully and at large? 

Fourth Interrogatory...... Do you know whether after such Parti¬ 
tion as is enquired into by the next preceding Interrogatory the said 
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his said three sons or any or either and which of 
them remained for any and what time divided and separate from each 
other and whether any and which of them after such Partition and 
Separation and when reunited and again lived together and became 
an undivided Hindoo family and how long they continued so to live 
together and form an undivided Hindoo family and whether any or 
either and which of the said Parties still continued to live and be 
separate and apart and divided from the others notwithstanding such 
reunion ? Declare the truth touching the matters enquired after by this 
Interrogatory with the means of your knowledge or the reasons for 
your belief fully and at large ? 

Fifth Interrogatory. Do you know a certain Talook called 

Govindpore situate in the pergunnah of Jahanabad in the zillah of 
Burdwan and province of Bengal and a certain other Talook called 
Rammesserpore situate in the Pergunnah of Chunderconnah in the same 
/illah and Province and do you know of the said Talooks or either 
and which of them having been at any and what time purchased and 
at what sales or sale in the life time of the said Ramcaunt Roy ? If yea 
by whom were the same or either and which of them purchased and 
out of whose or what mqnies or funds wa s the Purchase money thereof 
paid and on whose account were or was such Purchases cr Purchase 
made? Declare the truth touching the matters enquired after by this 
Interrogatory with the means of your knowledge or the reasons for your 
belief fully and at large? 

Sixth Interrogatory. Do you know in whose names or name 

the said Purchases of the said Talooks called Govindpore and Ram¬ 
messerpore or either or which of them were or was made and for what 
Cause or reason the same were or was purchased in such name s or 
name were any and what transfers or conveyances thereof at any 
and what times or time afterwards made and by and to whom and by 
whose orders or order directions cr direction were or was the same so 
transferred or conveyed? Declare the truth touching the matters en¬ 
quired after by this Interrogatory with the means of your knowledge or 
the reasons for your belief fully and at large? 

Seventh Interrogatory. Who became or were or was possessed 

of the said Talooks called Govindpore and Rammesserpore or either 
and which of them after the death of the said Ramcaunt Roy,, and who 
continued in the possession thereof during the life time and' until the time 
of the death of the said Juggomohun Roy Did you ever and when see the 
said Defendant or the said Juggomphun Roy at the said Talooks or either 
and which of them and did you ever and when see the said Juggomohun 
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Roy or the said Defendant and which of them give any and what direc¬ 
tions to or hold any and what communications with the Gonaastahs or 
Servants of the said Talooks or either and which of them or exercise 
any and what acts of ownership in respect of the same and upon what 
occasions or occasion ? Declare the truth touching the matters enquired 
after by this Interrogatory with the means of your knowledge or the 
reasons for your belief fully and at large ? 

Eighth Interrogatory. What was the amount of the annual 

Revenue or Profit to the Zemindar of the said Talooks of Govindpore 
and Rammesserpore respectively, at the time of the death of the said 
Ramcaunt Roy, and what is the amount thereof and who has received 
the same from the death of the said Ramcaunt Roy until the death of 
the said Juggomohun Roy and from the death of the said Juggomohun 
Roy until the present time and for whom and on whose account has the 
said Revenue or Profit been received during the said respective periods 
and each or any and which of them or any and what part thereof ? 
Declare the truth touching the matters enquired after by this Interroga¬ 
tory with the means of your knowledge or the reasons for your belief 
fully and at large ? 

Ninth Interrogatory. Do you know of any and what sum© or 

sum of money which were or was lent by the said Ramcaunt Roy in 
his life time to any and what persons or person and in particular whether 
any or what sums or sum of money were or was so lent and at what times 
or time to any and what English Gentlemen and whom by name by the 
said Ramcaunt Roy and out of whose or what monies or funds such 
Loans or Loan were or was made and whether since the death of the 
said Ramcaunt Roy such sums or sum, of money which had been, so 
lent or any and what part thereof or of the Interest due thereon have 
or has been paid to or received by any and what person or persons— 
Declare the truth touching the matters enquired after by this Interroga¬ 
tory with the means of your knowledge or the reasons for your belief 
fully and at large? 

Tenth Interrogatory. Do you know whether the said Juggo¬ 

mohun Roy and the said Defendant or either and which of them; were 
or was ever and when in the service of any or either and which of the 
English Gentlemen enquired after by the next preceding Interrogatory ? 
If yea were they or was either and which of them placed in such service 
by any and what person and were or was such sums or sum of money 
enquired after by the next preceding Interrogatory lent or advanced 
before or after the said Juggomohun Roy and the said Defendant or 
either and which of them entered into such service ? Declare the truth 
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touching the matters enquired after by this Interrogatory with the means 
of your knowledge or the reasons for your belief fully and at large ? 

Eleventh Interrogatory...... Do you know a certain Talook or 

Putteney Talook called Kissenagore situate in the Pergunnah of Jahana- 
bad in the Zillah of Burdwan and a certain other Talook or Putteney 
Talook called Berloak situate in the same Pergunnah and Zillah and a 
certain other Talook or Putteney Talook called Nangulparah situate in 
the Pergunnah of Beyrah in the same Zillah and a certain other Talook 
or Putteney Talook called Serampore in the Pergunnah of BoorsUt in the 
same Zillah or either and which of them ? If yea, do you know whether 
the same have at any and what times or time since the death of the 
said Ramcaunt Roy or at <mj other and what times or time been pur¬ 
chased by any and what persons or person and out of whose or what 
monies or funds the purchase money thereof has been paid and whether 
such monies or funds belonged to any and what Estate joint or separate 
and what are the respective values of the said Talooks in this Interroga¬ 
tory mentioned and the annual Profits thereof respectively to the 
Zemindar and who has received such Profits since the purchase thereof 
and are or is now in the receipt thereof respectively ? Declare the truth 
touching the matters enquired after by this Interrogatory with the means 
of your knowledge or the reasons for your belief fully and at large. 

Twelfth Interrogatory. Do you know of any and what sums of 

money which were laid out and expended during the life time of the 
said Juggomohun Roy or at any other and what time in making into a 
Garden certain Ground situate at Rogonautpore in the Pergunnah of 
Jahanabad and Zillah of Burdwan and in constructing a certain house 
thereon ? If yea out of whose or what monies or funds were such sums 
paid, and did such monies belong to any and what Estate joint or 
separate of any and what persons or person Declare the truth touching 
the matters enquired after by this Interrogatory with the means of your 
knowledge or the reasons for your belief fully and at large ? 

Thirteenth Interrogatory. Do you know whether any and what 

Purchases of Lands houses or Premises were at any and what times or 
time made by the said Juggomohun Roy and the said Defendant in the 
life time of the said Juggomohun Roy or by the said Defendant since 
the death of the said Juggomohun Roy ? If yea state and describe the 
same together with the situation Extent and value thereof and on 
whose account or for whose benefit and out of whose or what monies 
or funds joint or separate the purchase monies or money of such Hoxises 
Lands and Premises and each and every or any and which of them were 
or was paid ? Declare the truth touching the matters enquired after by 





•7’? Z. 


SELECTIONS FROM OFFICIAL LETTERS AND DOCUMENTS 


81 


this Interrogatory with the means of your knowledge or the reasons for 
your belief fully and at large. 

Fourteenth Interrogatory. Did the said Juggomchun Roy and 

the said Defendant during the life time of the said Juggomohun Roy 
live together and form an undivided Hindoo family or were they, in any 
and what degree separate and divided from each other? Was Tarreney 
Daby the mother of the said Juggomohun Roy and the said Defendant 
maintained and supported by them jointly or otherwise and how other¬ 
wise and were the religious ceremonies performed by them jointly or 
separately or at their joint or separate Expence and out of whose and 
what monies or funds joint or separate has the said Tarreney Daby 
been maintained and the Expence of the said religious ceremonies de¬ 
frayed as well during the life time as since the death of the said Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy. Declare &ca. 

Fifteenth Interrogatory. Do you know what was the age of the 

said Complainant at the time of the death of his father the said 
Juggomohun Roy and how do you know the same ? Who at the death 
of the said Juggomohun Roy possessed themselves or himself of the Estate 
immoveable and moveable which belonged to the said Juggomohun 
Roy or in which he was interested in his life time and of what did the 
same consist and what was the value of the said Estate immoveable 
and moveable and on whose account or for whose benefit joint or 
separate did such persons or person so possess themselves or himself 
of the same? Declare the truth touching the matters enquired after 
by this Interrogatory with the means of your knowledge or the reasons 
for your belief fully and at large. 

Sixteenth Interrogatory. Did the said Complainant and De¬ 

fendant for any and what time after the death of the said Juggomohun 
Roy live together and form an undivided Hindoo family or did they 
live separate apart and divided from each other- Has the said Defen¬ 
dant at any and what time since the death of the said Juggomohun 
Roy quitted his usual place of Residence and gone to reside at any 
other and what place and for what cause or reason has he so done ? 
Declare the truth touching the matters enquired after by this Interroga¬ 
tory with the means of your knowledge or the reasons for your belief 
fully and at large. 

Seventeenth Interrogatory.. Were the Deeds or writings now 

produced and shown to you at this the time of your Examination marked 
respectively with the Letters or any or either and 

which of them signed sealed and delivered in your presence and by 
whomj? Were you a Witness to the signing sealing and delivery of such 
ff 
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deed or deeds writing or writings Is your name subscribed as a witness to 
the same of your own proper handwriting or not ? Are you acquainted 
with the character and manner of handwriting of the other subscribing 
witness or witnesses to the said Deeds or Writings or any and which 
of them and have you seen him or them write ? If yea Do you believe 
his or other name or names subscribed thereto to be of his or their 
proper handwriting and are or is any or either and which of them living 
or dead? Declare all that you know or verily believe concerning 
the same. 

Eighteenth Interrogatory...... Is or are any or either and which 

of the paper writings now produced and shown to you at this the time 
of your Examination marked respectively with the Letters 
a* true copy or copies of any and what Record or Records Decree or 
Decrees or any other and what proceedings in any and what Court or 
Courts ? and did you or did yen not examine the said Copy or Copies or 
any and which of them with and what original paper or papers Book or 
Books entry or entries; and with whom and when did you Examine the 
same, and where is or are such original Record or Records Decree or 
Decrees or other proceedings now remaining as you know or believe ? 
Declare. 

Nineteenth Interrogatory...... Look upon the several paper writ¬ 
ings now produced and shown to you at this the time of your Examina¬ 
tion marked respectively with the Letters are you 

or not acquainted with the character and manner of handwriting of the 
person or persons who wrote the said produced paper writings or either 
and which of them or whose name or names are set or subscribed 
thereto ? and if yea; have you or not seen such person or persons or 
which of them write or how came you acquainted therewith and of 
whose handwriting is or are the said produced paper writings or either 
and which of them or the name or names set and subscribed thereto 
as to your knowledge and belief? Declare. 

Twentieth Interrogatory...... Look at the paper writings or writing 

now produced and shown to you at this the time of your Examination 
marked with the Letters respectively 

and purporting to be notices or a notice to produce certain Papers 
therein mentioned before the Examiner of this Honourable Court—Did 
you at any and what times or time and where deliver true Copies or a 
Copy of such Writings or Writing notices or notice to any and what 
person or persons? and did you compare the same with the said 
Writings or Writing notices or notice now produced and shown to you ? 
Declare. 
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Last Interrogatory. Do you know of any other matter or thing 

which may in any way tend to the benefit or advantage of the said 
Complainant in this Cause; if yea, set forth the same fully and at 
large as if you had been thereunto particularly interrogated. 



(Sd.) R. Cutlar Fergusson, 


Wm. Scott 
Complts. Atty. 


Bacharam Sain was produced and duly sworn to these Interroga¬ 
tories this 12th day of February 1818* 

(Sd ) E. C. Macnaghten 
V. A. Chater 
Swn. Intr. to the Oath. 

Kistomohun Dharah was produced and duly sworn to these In¬ 
terrogatories this 12th day of February 1818. 

(Sd.) E. G. Macnaghten 
V. A. Chater 
Swn. Intr. to the Oath. 

Oboychurn Dutt was produced and duly sworn to these Interroga¬ 
tories this 9th day of July, 1818. 

(Sd.) E. C. Macnaghten 
V. A. Chater 
Swn. Intr. to the Oath. 

Kissenpersaud Pundit was produced and duly sworn to these 
Interrogatories this 9th day of July 1818, 

(Sd.) E. C. Macnaghten 
V. A. Chater 
Swn. Intr. to the Oath. 

Radakistno Bonerjee was produced and duly sworn to these 
Interrogatories this 9th day of July 1818, 

(Sd.) E. C. Macnaghten 
V. A. Chater 
Swn. Intr. to the Oath, 

Ramchunder Bonerjee was produced and duly sworn to these 
Interrogatories this 9th day of July, 1818. 

(Sd.) E. C. Macnaghten 
V. A. Chater 
Swn. Intr. to the Oath. 

Gooroopersaud Pundit was produced and duly sworn to these 
Interrogatories this 9th day of July, 1818. 

(Sd.) E. C. Macnaghten 
V. A. Chater 
Swn. Intr. to the Oath. 
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102 . Cross Interrogatories on the part and behalf of Rammohun Roy. (Filed 
5 March, 1818.) 


Cross Interrogatories to be ad¬ 
ministered to the undermentioned 
witnesses if they shall be pro¬ 
duced Sworn and Examined on the 
part and behalf of the Complainant 
in a certain cause now pending 
and at issue in the Supreme Court 
of Judicature at Fort William in 
Bengal wherein Govindpersaud 
Roy the son heir and legal Repre¬ 
sentative of Juggomohun Roy 
Deceased is Complainant and 
Rammohun Roy is Defendant. 


ON THE PART AND BEHALF OF THE DEFENDANT 

First Interrogatory } Who and what are you? Have you not 

To Kisno mohun Dharah J been for some and for what period or 
periods of time in the service and employ of Juggomohun Roy in his 
lifetime and are you not now in the services or employ of the Com¬ 
plainant in the title of these Interrogatories named in the capacity of a 
Khidmatgar or in some other and in what capacity? What monthly 
wages did you receive from the said Juggomohun Roy in his lifetime ? 
What monthly wages do you now receive from the Complainant? 
Have you any other and what means of supporting yourself or your 
family, besides the wages which you receive from the Complainant? 
From what person did you receive your monthly wages during the life¬ 
time of the said Juggomohun Roy and did you receive the same punc¬ 
tually and every month up to the time of his death? Were any and 
what persons by name, employed by the said Juggomohun Roy in his 
lifetime as Sircars or Mohurirs, and if yea, did they continue in his 
employ until the time of his death, and if yea, are*such persons or any 
or either of them and who or whom by name now in the employ of the 
Complainant in the title of these Interrogatories named, and if not, 
where are they as you know or believe ? What person or persons, and 
who by name, kept the accounts and Books of the said Juggomohun 
Roy during his lifetime and are such persons or any or either of them 
living and if living where do they or any or either of them now reside? 
Did you not constantly attend and wait on the person of the said 
Juggomohun Roy during his lifetime, and were you for any and for 
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what period of time, and in what year unemployed by the said Juggo- 
mohun Roy; or did you cease to wait on or continue near the person of 
the said Juggomohun Roy ? Did not Juggomohun Roy at different times 
after the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and three and up to 
the period of his death engage in different mercantile speculations and 
employ hismelf in several dealings and transactions for his own use 
and benefit and did he not keep or cause to be kept books and accounts 
of such speculations dealings and transactions and where are such Books 
and account at present ? Did the defendant in the title of these Interro¬ 
gatories named at any time and when in any and what manner join or 
interfere with the said Juggomohun Rpy in the conduct or management of 
such speculations dealings and transactions. If yea explain particularly 
in what speculations dealings or transactions the said defendant was 
joined with the said juggomohun Roy after the year one thousand two 
hundred and three aforesaid; and how and when and in what particular 
occasion or occasions the said defendant interfered in or with the 
speculations dealings or transactions of the said Juggomohun Roy ? 
Second Interrogatory j What are you and what profession or business 
To Bacharam Sein / do you now follow and how long have 
you followed such profession or business? How do you now support 
yourself and family and in whose house do you at present reside? 
How long have you dwelt in the house in which you at present reside 
and do you receive hire or wages or other remuneration from any person 
or persons and who or whom by name? Do you not now reside and 
have you not for some and what time past resided in the same house 
with the said Complainant and have you not been maintained and sup¬ 
ported by him the Complainant of the present suit, or for some and what 
other period of time ? What is the nature of the business or service 
which you perform for the said Complainant and what reward have you 
received or do you receive or do you expect to receive for such busi¬ 
ness or service ? Have you not been sent, or did you not accompany the 
said Complainant to Burdwan in order to procure papers and evidence in 
support of the present suit? Have you not repeatedly and how often 
accompanied the said Complainant to the office of his Solicitor in this 
cause, and to the house of one Umer Sing Chowdry? Have you not 
procured from; the said Umer Sing Chowdry several papers prepared by 
him, in support of the Complainants claim in this cause? Are you not 
in the constant practice of accompanying the Complainant and Kissen- 
mohun Dharah in search of Witnesses and Evidence to be produced in 
this cause ? Is not the said Umer Sing Chowdry a person of infamous 
character in Calcutta and notorious as a Law Broker or Conductor of 
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Suits in the Supreme Court and have you not held frequent communica¬ 
tion with him respecting this cause in the presence of the Complainant 
and otherwise ? Were you not during many years and how long in the 
service or employ of the defendant Rammohun Roy as a Mohurir at 
a monthly and what rate of wages ? Were you not discharged from such 
employ about the month of Choiter one thousand two hundred and 
twenty three Bengal shal for some and for what misconduct, or for 
what reason did you quit the service of the said defendant? Did you 
not immediately or soon after you quitted the service of the defendant 
enter into the employ of the said Complainant and offer to assist him in 
carrying on the present suit; and are you not now retained and employed 
for that purpose only? When you first entered the service of the said 
defendant did he not require from you an agreement in writing for secur¬ 
ing your good behaviour? Did you not execute an agreement in writ¬ 
ing and deliver the same to the said Defendant and if yea where is 
such agreement at this the time of your Examination ? When you exe¬ 
cuted such agreement was the said defendant jointly concerned with any 
person or persons, and who or whom by name in any trade or dealing 
or co-partnership; and did you enter into the sole employ of the said 
defendant, or into the employment of the said defendant jointly with 
any other and what person or persons by name ? From whom, did you 
receive your wages, while you continued in such employment under 
such agreement and who did you know and treat and consider as your 
employer or employers? Did you not in your capacity of a Mohurer 
to the said defendant keep Books and accounts, and are not such Books 
and accounts in your proper handwriting now in the possession of the 
said defendant or were they not in his possession when you quitted his 
service? Were not such Books and accounts; Books and accounts res¬ 
pectively which solely and exclusively related to the proper dealings and 
transactions of the said defendant or can you swear that any Book or 
Books, account or accounts kept or written by you while you continued 
in the service or employ of the defendant contained any entry or entries 
of any joint dealings between the said defendant, Ramcaunt Roy and 
juggomohun Roy? If yea, point out and describe the same and set 
forth the nature of the joint dealings to which such Book or Books, 
account or accounts respectively refer or relate and the time and circum¬ 
stances thereof respectively ? Did any other person or persons and who 
or whom by name at any time or times and when particularly while you 
continued in the employ of the said defendant write or keep any or what 
Book or Books which contained any account of any and what dealings 
or transactions in which Ramcaunt Roy and Juggomohun Roy or either 
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u was or were jointly concerned or interested with the said defen¬ 
dant. If yea, where is or are the person or persons who kept such last 
mentioned Book or Books or any or either of them ? Were you not in 
the service of the defendant Rammohun Roy at the times when he pur¬ 
chased the Putnee Talooks of Nangurparah Beeloke Kissenagur and 
Serampore respectively mentioned in the Pleadings in this cause ? And 
if yea, do- you not know that the same were respectively purchased with 
the proper and exclusive monies of the said Defendant? Did you not 
keep the Books and accounts which respectively relate to the last men¬ 
tioned Talooks from the times when the same were respectively purchas¬ 
ed until the period when you quitted the service of the said defendant 
and do you not know that such Talooks were treated and considered 
and managed and possessed and enjoyed as the absolute and exclusive 
property of the said defendant? Look at the paper writing now pro¬ 
duced and shown to you at this the time of your Examination and marked 
No . I and say whether the same is not the agreement which you execu¬ 
ted and delivered to the defendant when you entered into his service, 
and respecting which you have been before interrogated and whether 
your proper names and handwriting is not subscribed to the same ? 
Third Interrogatory J Have you not seen a certain Deed of Partition 
To Bacharam Sein J whereby Ramcaunt Roy the father of the defen¬ 
dant Rammohun Roy allotted and divided the Landed property which 
he possessed at the time of such partition ? If yea, do you not know 
that from the time when you entered into the service of the said defen¬ 
dant the whole of the landed property mentioned in such deed of 
partition was enjoyed and possessed by the parties mentioned in the 
deed, according to the, distribution or division therein made ? Did not 
Juggomohun Roy at all times within your knowledge or recollection 
exclusively manage the Landed property which by the said deed of 
partition was allotted to him and did he not receive the rents and pro¬ 
fits and pay the Revenue or duties to Government on account of such 
last mentioned landed property? Did not Juggomohun Roy grant 
Pottahs and Receipts to the respective Tenants and Ryots, who 
occupied or belonged to the landed property which had been allotted 
to him by the said Deed of Partition and are you not an Inhabitant of 
Kissenagore situated near to Nangoreparah and had you not full means 
of knowing that the property allotted as aforesaid to the said Juggo 
mohun Roy was exclusively managed by him? Do you not know that 
the said Juggomohun Roy either sold mortgaged exchanged or trans¬ 
ferred some and what part of the property so allotted to him by the 
said Deed of Partition without any communication with the said defen- 
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dant Rammohun Roy and did not the said defendant Ramnriohun Roy 
at all times after you entered into his service exclusively manage the 
landed property which had been allotted to him, by the said Deed of 
Partition without any interference from the said Juggomohun Roy and 
Ramcaunt Roy or either of them and as the sole and absolute owner 
thereof. 

Fourth Interrogatory ^ If you shall have said in your 

To Kisnomohun Dharah and r Examination in chief that Juggomohun 
Bacharam Sein ) Roy and the Defendant in the title of 

these Interrogatories respectively named at any time after the Bengal 
year one thousand two hundred and three lived together $nd acted as 
members of one undivided Hindoo family either jointly with their 
father Ramcaunt Roy in his lifetime or otherwise; set forth and declare 
when in particualr and on what occasion the said Juggomohun Roy 
Ramcaunt Roy and the Defendant reunited their Interests and what 
change if any took place either in the management or conduct of the 
affairs of the family after such reunion and particularly pxplain what 
person or persons by name were or was privy to or acquainted with 
such reunion oP interests? Were any and what books or accounts kept 
of the dealings and transactions of the said family, after such reunion 
of interests if to any such reunion you shall have deposed and by 
what person or persons by name were such accounts kept or written; 
and in whose custody or possession were the same deposited ? Where 
did the said Ramcaunt Roy reside after the Bengal year one thousand 
two hundred and three and until the time of his death ? Did he not 
reside in a House and carry on separate dealings and transactions dis¬ 
tinct from, the dealings and transactions of any or either of his sons, 
and to a considerable or to what amount? Did not the said Juggomohun 
Roy after the death of the said Ramcaunt Roy to your knowledge receive 
several debts which were due to the said Ramcaunt Roy at the time of 
his death and did not the said Juggomohun Roy with your privity and 
to your knowledge prefer a claim to the Zillah Court of Hooghly, stating 
himself to be the sole heir of the said Ramcaunt Roy; and in virtue 
thereof obtain large and what sum of money ? Do you know of any 
employment, speculation or dealing in which the said Juggomohun Roy 
was at any time engaged either jointly with the defendant or otherwise 
and by which he made considerable and what profit; and if yea parti¬ 
cularly explain the nature of the employment and transaction of which 
such profit was made or realized ? and state if you know by what person 
or persons by name such profit was received ? Do you know of any 
purchases or sales or mortgages or transfers of landed property which 
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at any time were or was made or entered into by the said Juggomohun 
Roy in or after the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and three 
with any and what person or persons by name ? If yea explain and 
describe the same and particularly state to or from what person or 
persons by name such purchases sales mortgages or transfers were res¬ 
pectively made or entered into; and what person or persons by name 
paid or received any and what sum or sums of money on account there¬ 
of respectively? Do you know of any Instrument or Instruments in 
writing touching the purchase sale mortgage exchange or transfer of 
any Landed or other property in which the said Juggomohun Roy the 
Defendant Rammohun Roy and their'father Ramcaunt Roy joined as 
partners subsequently to the nineteenth of Augrun one thousand two 
hundred and three if yea, declare the same? Do you know of any 
Instrument or Instruments in writing touching the purchase sale mort¬ 
gage exchange or transfer of any landed or other property in which 
the said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy were joined as partners 
subsequently to the day and year last mentioned? If yea, declare the 
same. Do you know of any landed or other property which at any 
time since the day and year last mentioned was purchased with the 
joint funds of the said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy? If yea, 
declare fully and particularly what Landed or other property was so 
purchased with the joint funds of the said Juggomohun Roy and Ram¬ 
mohun Roy and from whom by name, and when particularly and what 
person or persons by name the contract or contracts for the purchase 
of such property was or were made; and especially declare how you 
know that the funds with which such property was purchased were 
the joint funds of the said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy? Do 
you know with whose funds certain Talooks or estates now in the 
possession of Rammohun Roy and respectively called Govindpore 
Rammesserpore Nangurparah Beelook Kissenagur and Sherampore or 
any or either and which of them were or was purchased ? If yea set 
forth and declare how and by what means you have acquired any 
knowledge or information touching the purchase of the said Talooks 
or Estates, or of any or of either and which of them; and how you know 
the particular fund or funds, money or monies with which the same 
were or was purchased? Has not the Defendant Rammohun Roy or 
some person or persons to his use and for his benefit been in the exclu¬ 
sive possession of the same Talooks or Estates from the time when the 
same were respectively purchased, or what other person or persons by 
name have or has been possessed thereof ? and if you shall have said 
that the said Juggomohun Roy and Ramcaunt Roy or either of them 
12 
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have or hath had any joint possession at any time of such Talooks or 
Estates or of either of them, then set forth and declare particularly 
what was the nature of such joint possession and when and how parti¬ 
cularly the same was exercised? Has not the defendant Rammohun 
Roy or some person or persons to his use and for his benefit received 
the rents and profits and paid the Government assessment Revenue 
or Duties and exclusively managed the said Talooks or Estates and 
each of them at all times since the same were respectively purchased? 
If not set forth and declare what person or persons by name other than 
the said Rammohun Roy or his agents or servants hath or have at any 
time and when received the rents and profits of the said Talooks or 
Estates, or paid the Government assessment Revenue or duties on 
account of such Talooks or Estates or otherwise managed the said 
Talooks or Estates or any or either and which of them? Has not the 
defendant Rammohun Roy and his agents or servants at all times since 
the purchase of the said Talooks or Estates respectively granted Pottahs 
and receipts in the sole name of the said Rammohun Roy to the Tenants 
and Ryots who occupy the said Talooks or Estates; and has not the 
said Rammohun Roy at all times since the purchase of the said Talooks 
or Estates respectively, either by himself or by his agents or servants 
exercised entire management and control over the said Talooks or 
Estates, as the sole owner and proprietor thereof respectively. If not 
set forth, in what instances the said Rameaunt Roy and Juggomohun 
Roy or either of them exercised any acts of management or control 
over the said Talooks or Estates or any or either of them and when and 
how particularly? Was not the said Juggomohun Roy for some and 
what period of time employed as the agent or manager of the said 
Talooks or Estates or of some and of which of them in trust for and to 
the use of the said Defendant Rammohun Roy and during that period 
of time did he not act for and in the name of the Defendant Rammohun 
Roy ? Do you know of any agreement which was entered into between 
the said Juggomohun Roy and one Rajiblochun Roy on the behalf of 
the Defendant Rammohun Roy under which the said Juggomohun Roy 
undertook the management of the said Talooks or Estates or of some 
and of which of them, on behalf of the said Defendant Rammohun Roy 
and did not the said Juggomohun Roy act as such manager under the 
authority of the said Rajiblochun Roy and in virtue of such agreement ? 
How long did the said Juggomohun Roy continue to act as the agent or 
manager of such Talooks or Estates under such last mentioned agree¬ 
ment and why and when did he cease to act as such agent or Manager 
as you know or believe? Are you acquainted with a piece or parcel 
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of ground containing about sixteen biggahs situate at Roganauthpore 
in the Pergurmah of Jahanabad in which certain house has lately been 
erected? If yea, was not the said piece or parcel of ground purchased 
with the proper monies of the said Defendant Rammohun Roy and 
when particularly ? Has not the said Defendant Rammohun Roy, 
since the purchase of the said piece of ground build a house thereon 
and formed garden adjoining thereto at his own exclusive expence and 
with his own proper monies? If not at whose expence and with whose 
monies have the said house and garden been respectively built and 
formed and how are you enabled to state that such house and garden, 
have been respectively built and formed by any person or persons other 
than the said Defendant and what person or persons by name paid 
for the building of the said house and the making or forming of the 
said garden and what person or persons by name received the monies 
for these purposes respectively? At what particular time did the 
building of the said house and formation of the said garden respectively 
commence, and when were they respectively finished ? What person 
or persons by name have or hath seen the building of the said house 
and the making of the said garden possessed or enjoyed the same, or 
received the rents and profits thereof respectively? Was not the said 
Juggomohun Roy for some and for what period of time confined in the 
Gaol or Prison of Midnapore on account of a debt of some and of what 
nature and when was he so confined and what was the amount of such 
debt? Was not the Defendant in the receipt of the rents and profits 
of the Talooks or Estates respecting which you have been before inter¬ 
rogated and otherwise in opulent circumstances while the said Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy was so confined in Prison? When was the said Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy released from confinement and how and in what manner 
did he obtain his release? After his release and until the period of his 
death, did he not continue in distress and embarrassed circumstances 
and was he not to your knowledge compelled to borrow small sums of 
money from Moodees and from different other individuals and parti¬ 
cularly from the said Rajiblochun Roy? Did not he at some and at 
what time borrow a large and what sum of money from the Defendant 
Rammohun Roy and execute some and what security for the same? 
Did not the Defendant sometime in the month of Augrun in the year 
one thousand two hundred and twenty one Bengal style transfer to his 
nephew one Gooroodoss the Defendants share of the family house at 
Nangurparah and has not the said Gooroodoss occupied and possessed 
the same until the present time.—Do you know or have you any and 
what reason to believe how or for what consideration the said Defen- 



cant transferred to the said Gooroodoss, the said share of the said 
family house—Did not the Defendant commence the building of the 
house in these Interrogatories before mentioned, shortly after he had 
transferred to the said Gooroodoss the share of the said family house ? 

(Sd) H. Compton 

Bacharam, Sein was produced and duly sworn to these Cross Inter¬ 
rogatories this 26th day of March 1818. 

Before me 

* (Sd) E. C, Macnaghten 

V. A Chater 
Swn. Intr. to the Oath. 


B. Turner 
Dejdts. A tty. 
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Deposition of Bacharam Sein, a witness produced on tfte part 
hdpersaud Roy. (Examined 26 & 28 March, and 9 April, 1818) 

Deposition of a Witness taken in the above Cause 
by the Examiner of this Court Becharam Sein of 
Molungah in Calcutta mohurrer aged fifty years or 
thereabouts being produced as a witness on the part 
of the Complainant in this cause and a note having 
been delivered to Mr. Benjamin Turner Attorney for 
the Defendant in this cause on the 12th day of February 
1818 of the name title and place of abode of the said 
Bacharam Sein he the said Bacharam Sein was after¬ 
wards on the said 12th day of February 1818 sworn and 
on the 26th 28th day of March and 9th day of April in 
the said year was Examined on the Interrogatories 
filed by the said Complainant on the 27th day of 

January 1818 and Deposeth as follows--— 

To the First Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth know 
the parties Complainant and Defendant in the title of these interrogato¬ 
ries named Saith that he hath known them both respectively for these 
thirty years last past Saith that he did know in their respective lifetimes 
Ramcaunt Roy who was the grandfather of the Complainant Govind- 
persaud Roy and the father of the defendant Rammohun Roy and 
Juggomohun Roy and Ramlochun Roy which said Juggomohun Roy 
was the father of the Complainant Govindpersaud Roy Saith that he 
knew the said Ramcaunt Roy for about 25 or 26 years before his death 
and up to the time of his death who died in the month of Joistee in 
the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and ten at Burdwan as he 
this deponent hath heard and believes Saith that he knew the said 
Juggomohun Roy for about 31 or 32 years before his death and up to 
the time of his death Saith that the said Juggomohun Roy died in the 
month of Choiter in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and 
eighteen at a place Langulparah in the province of Bengal in the pre¬ 
sence of him this deponent Saith that he knew Ramlochun Roy for 
about 10 or 15 years previous to his death and up to the time of his 
death who also died at the said last mentioned place in the Bengal 
year one thousand two hundred and seventeen but in what 
month he this deponent doth not recollect in the presence of him this 
deponent. 

To the Second Interrogatory this deponent saith that he had the 
means and opportunity of knowing and being acquainted with and was 
acquainted with the affairs and concerns of his said family as well during 
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the lifetime of the said Ramcaunt Roy as since his death by being 
in the habit of visiting him and his family during his lifetime and 
of visiting his family since his death and by being in the service of one 
Rajiblochun Roy whose servants and people lived and resided in the 
house of the said Ramcaunt Roy at Langulparah at which house the 
rents of the 1 alooks of i urraf Kishenghur and Turraf Rillook belonging 
to tjie said Rajiblochun Roy used to be collected Saith that he this 
deponent was a mohurrir in the service of the said Rajiblochun Roy 
and also lived and resided in the house of the said Ramcaunt Roy at 
Langulparah about five years after his death and continued to live at 
the same place up to the present time. 

To the Third Interrogatory this Deponent saith that the said 
Ramcaunt Roy and his said three sons did up to the Bengal year one 
thousand two hundrecT and three live together and form an undivided 
Hindoo family Saith that he this deponent was absent from Langulparah 
for about six months during the said year one thousand two hundred 
and three Saith that after his return to the said house he was informed by 
the said Ramcaunt Roy that he had made a division of his real and 
personal property among his three sons Saith that he this deponent also 
heard the said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy also say that such 
a division had been made Saith that he this deponent found on his 
return that the defendant Rammohun Roy (had removed from the 
family house at Langulparah to a house belonging to the family at Rada- 
nagore which removal of the said Rammohun Roy (?) he this deponent 
understood from the said Ramcaunt Roy Juggomohun Roy and 
Ramlochun Roy (?) was owing to the division which had taken place 
Saith that he this deponent doth not know of what the said moveable 
and immoveable property consisted which was so divided by the said 
Ramcaunt Roy among his three sons. 

To the Fourth Interrogatory this deponent saith he doth know that 


after such partition enquired into by the next preceding interrogatory 
the said Ramcaunt Roy remained separate and divided from his said 
three sons and which he continued to do up to the time of his death 
Saith that the said Juggomohun Roy and the said Rammohun Roy con¬ 
tinued to live at the said house at Langulparah after the said division 
up to the time of the death of the said Juggomohun Roy Saith that after 
the death of the said Juggomohun Roy his son the Complainant Govind- 
persaud Roy and the defendant Rammohun Roy continued to live toge¬ 
ther up to the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and twenty three 
in which year the said Rammohun Roy removed from the said house at 
Langulparah to a village in the neighbourhood called Ragunathpore 
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where he built a house in which he hath since continued to reside Saith 
that from the year twelve hundred and three in which the said partition 
was made up to the year one thousand two hundred and twenty three 
the said defendant Rammohun Roy and the said Juggomohun Roy and 
since his death the Complainant Govindpersaud Roy lived together 
undivided as to food but that their property always continued distinct 
which he this deponent knows from being now in the service of the 
Complainant Govindpersaud Roy and from, having seen his books Saith 
that none of the sons of the said Ramcaunt Roy or their descendants 
live together and form an undivided Hindoo family. 

To the Fifth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth not of 
his own knowledge know of any Tafook called Govindpore situate in 
the Pergunnah of Jehanabad in the Zillah of Burdwan and Province of 
Bengal or any 1 alook called Rammesserpore situate in the Pergunnah 
of Chunderconah in the same Zillah and Province or that the said 
Falooks were purchased in the life time of the said Ramcaunt Roy or 
by whom the same were purchased or by what money Saith that in the 
Bengal year one thousand two hundred and eighteen the said Rajiblochun 
S^oy made over the said two 1 alooks of Govindpore and Rarnmesser- 
pore by an instrument in writing to Rammohun Roy in the name of 
Gooroodoss Mookerjee Saith that on this occasion he this deponent and 
the said Juggomohun Roy were present* 


(Sd) 


To the Sixth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth not 
know in whose name the said purchases of the said Talooks 
called Govindpore and Rammesserpore were made Saith that 
he doth know of a transfer of the 1 alooks called Govindpore and 
Rammesserpore which took place in the month of Joistee in the Bengal 
year one thousand two hundred and eighteen Saith that on that occa¬ 
sion one Rajiblochun Roy executed a written Transfer of the above 
named two Talooks in favour of one Gooroodoss Mookerjee the 
nephew of the defendant Rammohun Roy which written transfer he 
gave into the hands of the said defendant Rammohun Roy and said to 
him at the time when he so delivered the said writing you left these two 
1 alooks with me in 1 rust the name of Gooroodoss Mookerjee in Trust 
for yourself I now return them and you will get the necessary transfer 
made in the Collectors office and will take possession of the said 
Talooks Saith that the said Rammohun Roy in pursuance of such trans¬ 
fer took possession of the said Talooks through his Naib Juggurnaut 
Mazumdar Saith that he this deponent hath from time to time seen the 
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said Juggurnaut Mazumdar from whom this deponent hath heard that 
the said Juggernaut Mazumdar had possessed himself of the said two 
Talooks. 


To the Seventh Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth not 
know who possessed himself of the said Talooks called Govindpore and 
ammesserpore alter the death of the said Ramcaunt Roy saith that 
the said Rammohun Roy got possession of the said two Talooks 
cal ed Govindpore and Rammesserpore in the month of Joistee in the 
Rengally year one thousand two hundred and eighteen in the manner 
m which he this deponent hath described in his answer to the next 
preceding interrogatory and continued to possess the same up to the 
tune of the death of the said Juggomohun Roy and is still in possession 
thereof Saith that he never saw the said Rammohun Roy and Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy or either of them at said Talooks nor did he ever see or hear 
the said Juggomohun Roy or the said defendant Rammohun Roy give 
any directions to or hold any communication with the gomasthas or 
tenants of the said Talooks or either of them Saith that he hath seen the 
said Juggernaut Mazumdar give directions to and hold conversations 
with persons who represented to themselves to be tenants of the said 
Talooks of Govindpore,and Rammesserpore and hath heard the said 
Rammohun Roy acknowledge the said Juggernaut Mazumdar to be His 
naib of the said Two Talooks. 

To the Eighth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth not 
know what was the amount of annual revenue or profit to the Zemindar 
of the said Talooks Govindpore and Rammesserpore respectively at 
the time of the death of the said Ramcaunt Roy but that he doth know 
which is the annual revenue or profit thereof at present Saith that he 
doth not know who received the rents and profits of the said Talooks 
from the death of the said Ramcaunt Roy to the death of the said Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy Saith that from the month of Joistee Bengal year one thou¬ 
sand two hundred and eighteen eleven months previous to the death of 
Juggomohun Roy the said Rammohun Roy began to receive the anuua! 
revenue or profit of the said two Talooks of Govindpore and Rammes¬ 
serpore and continued to receive the same up to the time of the month 
of Joistee in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and twenty 
three Saith that he this deponent was in the service of the said Ram¬ 
mohun Roy from the month of Joistee in the Bengal year one thousand 
two hundred and eighteen to the month of Joistee one thousand two 
hundred and twenty three during which time the said Rammohun Roy 
received an annual revenue or profit of 5500 rupees from the said two 
Talooks which he this deponent knows from having kept the account 
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of the said Talooks during that period and believes that the said 
Rammohun Roy is still in the receipt of the said Revenue. 

To the Ninth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth not 
know of any sum or sums of money which were or was lent by the said 
Ramcaunt Roy in his lifetime to any person Or persons whomsoever 
nor doth he know of any sum or sums loan or loans of money which 
were or was granted by the said Ramcaunt Roy to any English gentle¬ 
man or gentlemen whatever Saith that he doth know of a judgment which 
the said Juggomohun Roy obtained against one Binoodrum Samadar 
for about seven or eight hundred rupees which he understood had been 
due by the said Benoodram Somadar to the said Ramcaunt Roy in his 
lifetime Saith that the said judgment was obtained not by Juggomohun 
Roy but by the said Ramcaunt Roy in his lifetime but the said Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy put the said judgment in force against the said Benoodram 
Somadar and afterwards came to a settlement and received an agree¬ 
ment from him to pay the debt instalments Saith that he this deponent 
saw the said Juggomohun Roy receive payment of two or three of the 
said instalments. 

To the Tenth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth not 
know whether the said Juggomohun Roy was ever in the service of any 
English Gentleman but that he hath heard that the said Rammohun 
Roy was in the service of Mr. Woodford Mr. Digby and some other 
Gentlemen from the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and six to 
the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and twenty one Saith that 
he doth not know who placed the said Rammohun Roy in such service 
or that any sums or sum of money was lent or advanced before or 
after the said Rammohun Roy had entered into sqch service. 

To the Eleventh Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth 
know of a certain Talook or Putteney Talook called Kissenagore 
situate in the Pergunnah of Jehanabad in the Zillah of Burdwan a cer¬ 
tain other Talook or Putteney Talook called Billoack and not Burloak 
situate in the same Pergunnah and Zillah and a certain other Talook 
or Putteney Talook called Nagulparah situate in the Pergunnah 
of Boyrah x x Zillah a certain 

other Talook or Putteney Talook called Serampore in the Pergunnah 
of Boorsut in the same Zillah Saith that the Talooks of Kishenagore 
Billoack and Serampore were all of them purchased by the said Jugger¬ 
naut Mozumdar out of the monies and funds belonging to the said 
Rammohun Roy since the death of the said Ramcaunt Roy Saith that 
the Talook of Billoack was purchased in the Bengal year one thousand 
two hundred and fifteen in the name of Rajiblochun Roy for and on 
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account of the defendant Rammohun Roy a s he the said Juggernaut 
Mozumdar at the time of the said purchase told this deponent Saith that 
the Talook of Kishenagore was purchased in the Bengal year one 
thousand two hundred and sixteen by the said Juggernaut Mazumdar 
for and on account of the said Rammohun Roy in the name of the said 
Rajiblochun Roy as he this deponent hath been informed by the said 
Juggernaut Mazumdar, Saith that the Talook of Serampore was purchased 
by the said Juggernaut Mozumdar in his own name for and on account of 
the said Rammohun Roy as he this deponent hath heard from the said 
Juggernaut Mozumdar and believes Saith that the purchase money of 
the Talooks of Kishenagore and Serampore was paid out of the funds 
of the said Rammohun Roy in the charge of Jossanundun Ghose who 
was employed in the same office with him this deponent which pur¬ 
chase money was despatched to Burdwan from Langulparah in the 
presence of himi this deponent Saith that the purchase money of the 
said Talook of Billoack was paid in the presence of him this deponent 
by the said Juggernaut Mazumdar partly out of the funds in his hands 
belonging to the said Rammohun Roy and partly with money which 
he borrowed on the credit of the said Rammohun Roy Saith that he 
doth not know any joint Estate or property out of which the purchase 
money of the said Talooks was paid Saith that the Talook of Billoack 
pays a revenue of 16000 rupees annually to Government and was 
purchased for 11000 rupees Saith that the Talook of Kishenagore 
pays a revenue of 5000 rupees annually to Government and was pur¬ 
chased for 7100 rupees Saith that the Talook of Serampore pays a 
revenue of 1800 rupees to Government and was purchased for 1300 
rupees Saith that the Talooks of Langoolparah pays a revenue of about 
600 rupees annually to Government but which the same cost he this 
deponent doth not know Saith. that the said four Talooks jointly produce 
an annual profit to the Zemindar of about five or six thousand rupees 
and that the said Rammohun Roy hath received the profits thereof 
since the date of their respective purchases which he this deponent 
knows fronr having been in the service of the said Rammohun Roy 
from the year one thousand two hundred and fifteen to the year one 
thousand two hundred and twenty three Saith that he believes that the 
said Rammohun Roy is still in the receipt of the rents and profits of 
the said Talooks, 
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To the Twelfth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth 
know that some money was laid out and expended during the lifetime 
of the said Juggomohun Roy from the year one thousand two hundred 
and twelve to the year one thousand two hundred and twenty four 
by him, the said Juggomohun Roy by making into a Garden certain 
ground situate at Rogonauthpore in the P'ergunnah of Jehanabad and 
Zillah of Burdwan and in constructing a certain House thereon called 
an Autchalla Saith that he doth know that the said money was paid 
out of the funds of the said Juggomohun Roy during a period from 
the year one thousand two hundred and fifteen to the year one thousand 
two hundred and eighteen Saith that from the year one thousand two 
hundred and twelve to the year one thousand two hundred and eighteen 
the expences of making of the said garden and constructing of the said 
house was paid out of the joint funds of Juggomohun Roy and the 
defendant Rammohun Roy which he this deponent knows from being 
in the service of the defendant during all that period Saith that from 
the year one thousand two hundred and eighteen to the year one 
thousand two hunrded and twenty three considerable sums of money 
were laid out and expended by the defendant Rammohun Roy in 
erecting a puckah built dwelling house on the said ground situate at 
Ragonauthpore situate at Jehanabad aforesaid out of his own proper 
funds and separate money Saith that he this deponent was in the service 
of the said Rammohun Roy during the said last mentioned time and was 
acquainted with his books of accounts and thereby knows that the said 
several monies were laid out and expended in manner as he this depo¬ 
nent hath stated but that he this deponent cannot from recollection state 
what was the amount of the sum or sums of money which were or was 
expended during the said two periods of time by the said Rammohun 
Roy or either of them. 

To the Thirteenth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth 
know of the purchase of certain lands which was made by the said 
Juggomohun Roy in the year one thousand two hundred and five and 
also of a purchase of land made by the said defendant Rammohun 
Roy after the death of the said Juggomohun Roy in the year one 
thousand two hundred and twenty and one thousand two hundred and 
twenty one Saith that the said Juggomohun Roy purchased four hundred 
biggahs of Aymah land situate at Cabilpore in Zillah Burdwan for the 
sum of 1200 rupees and also two pieces or parcels of ground making 
together four biggahs and sixteen cottahs situate at Ragonauthpore at 
Jehanabad aforesaid for which he paid 20 rupees in cash and gave two 
biggahs of land in lieu Saith that sometime in the year one thousand 
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two hundred and twenty one the said Rammohun Roy exchanged two 
biggahs and ten cottahs situate at Ragonauthpore four biggahs and 
ten cottahs also situate at Ragonauthpore Saith that the said two biggahs 
and ten cottahs of land and the said four biggahs and ten cottahs were 
of about the same value the former being more fertile than the latter 
and were respectively worth about 50 rupees each This deponent 
saith that he doth not of his own knowledge know for whose benefit or 
out of whose monies or funds the purchase monies of such lands were 
paid Saith that he is well acquainted with the said lands having often 
seen the same and having cultivated a part of the said 400 biggahs. 

To the Fourteenth Interrogatory this deponent saith that the said 
Juggomohun Roy and the said defendant during the lifetime of the 
said Juggomohun Roy did live together and form one undivided Hindoo 
family 'as to food but were separated and divided as to property Saith 
that Tareeney Dabee the mother of the said Juggomohun Roy and the 
said defendant was maintained and supported by them the said Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy and Rammohun Roy jointly out of 1 a fund by them set apart 
for that purpose Saith that the religious ceremonies performed by them 
were paid for by the said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy out 
of the said joint fund which arose from the rents and issues of certain 
lands which were set apart for that purpose by the said Juggomohun 
Roy and Rammohun Roy Saith from the year one thousand two hundred 
and eighteen when the said Juggomohun Roy died up to the year one 
thousand two hundred and twenty three the said Tarreney Dabee was 
maintained and the said religious ceremonies were performed out of the 
said joint fund which he this deponent knows from having been in the 
service of the said Rammohun Roy during the said last mentioned time 
and subsequent thereto. 

To the Fifteenth Interrogatory this deponent saith that the age of 
the said Complainant at the time of the death of his father Juggomohun 
Roy was about 14 years which he this deponent knows from having 
known the said Complainant from his birth Saith that on the death of 
the said Juggomohun Roy his son the said complainant possessed him¬ 
self of the Estate immoveable and moveable which belonged to the 
said Juggomohun Roy and in which he was interested in his lifetime 
Saith that the personal property of the said Juggomohun Roy at the time 
of his death consisted of 850 rupees in cash a shawl worth 60 rupees 60 
or 70 rupees worth of brass and metal plates and about 30 rupees worth 
of wearing apparels Saith that his real property consisted of about 150 
biggahs of lands at a place called Chetwa about 12 biggahs of land at a 
place called Chunderconah and about 50 biggahs of land situate at 
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different places together with the said 400 biggahs of aymah land which 
said immoveable property he this deponent supposes was worth about 
12,000 rupees Saith that he this deponent was present when the said 
Juggomohun Roy died and saw the said Govindpersaud Roy take pos¬ 
session of his property both real and personal on his own account and 
for his own separate benefit. 

To the Sixteenth Interrogatory this deponent saith that the said 
complainant and defendant did after the death of th e said Juggomohun 
Roy which happened in the year one thousand two hundred and 
eighteen to the year one thousand two hundred and twenty three live 
together and form an undivided Hindoo family as to food Saith that in 
the month of Maugh one thousand two hundred and twenty three the 
said defendant removed from, the said house in which he had lived 
with the said complainant to a house situate in the village of Rogonauth- 
pore where he hath resided ever since Saith that his immediate cause 
of removal was a dispute which he had with his mother Tarreney Daby 
Saith that he this deponent was at that time living in the service of the 
defendant Rammohun Roy by which means he became acquainted with 
the circumstance of the removal of the said Rammohun Roy and the 
cause thereof. 

To the Last Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth not 
know of any other matter or thing which may in any way tend to the 
benefit or advantage of the said Complt. in this cause. 
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104. Cross Deposition of Bacharam Sein. (Examined 9 & 10 April, 1818). 

Deposition of a Witness taken in the above Cause 
by the Examiner of this Court—Bacharam Sain of 
Molungah in Calcutta Mahurrir aged fifty years or 
thereabouts being produced as a witness on the part of 
the Complainant in the Cause and a Note having been 
Delivered to Mr. William Scott Attorney for the said 
Complainant on the 26th day of March one thousand 
eight hundred and eighteen of the name title and place 
of abode of the said Bacharam Sain He the said 
Bacharam Sain was afterwards on the said 26th day of 
March one thousand eight hundred and eighteen sworn 
and on the 9th and 10th day of April in the said year 
was Examined on the Cross Interrogatories filed by the 
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Defendant on the 5th day of March one thousand eight 
hundred and eighteen and deposeth as follows— 

To the Second Goss Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he is a 
Mohurrir in the service of the Complainant Govindpersaud Roy and hath 
been in such service from the month of Agraun one thousand two 
hundred and twenty four Saith that he supports himself and family 
from a salary of five rupees per month which he receives from the said 
Complainant Saith that at present he resides in a house of the Complain¬ 
ant situate called either Pattuldanga or Mollunga but which he this 
deponent doth not know near to the goal of the Court of Requests Saith 
that he hath resided there since the month of Poos last Saith that he 
hath received wages from the said Complainant from the month of 
Agraun last and hath resided with him ever since partly at Calcutta 
and partly at Burdwan Saith that he hath maintained and supported 
himself out of the wages he hath received from the said Complainant 
from the said month of Agraun Saith that the nature of his business is 
to carry messages and to make purchases and collect rents or to tran¬ 
sact any other business which may be required of him by his said 
master Saith that he expects to receive no other remuneration or reward 
for such business and stervice save and except his salary of five rupees 
per month and victuals and clothing Saith that he this deponent was 
sent by the Complainant to Burdwan where the said Complainant arriv¬ 
ed shortly after him in order to procure paper and evidence in support 
of the present suit Saith that he hath repeatedly accompanied the said 
Complainant to the office of his Solicitor in this cause Saith that he hath 
never accompanied the Complainant to the house of one Comar Sing 
Chowdhry nor hath he received from the said Comar Sing Chowdhry 
any papers prepared by him in support of the Complainants claims in 
this cause Saith that he hath gone to the said Kumar Sing visit him being 
of the same cast with this deponent but not sent him on business Saith 
that he this deponent is not in the practice nor hath he at any time ac¬ 
companied the Complainant and Kissenmohun Dharra in search of 
evidence and witnesses to be purchased in this cause Saith that he this 
deponent hath heard of the said Comar Sing as a person of evil character 
and had been punished some years ago for having intermeddled with 
some cause in the Supreme Court but cf which he this deponent hath 
no knowledge excepting hearsay Saith that he this deponent hath never 
held any communication with him the said Comar Sing Chowdhry res¬ 
pecting this cause either in the presence of the complainant or other¬ 
wise Saith that he was in the service of the defendant Rammohun Roy 
as Mohurrir at a monthly salary latterly of 5 rupees per month and that 
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he was in his service from the month of x x of the year one 
thousand two hundred and fifteen to the third of Agraun in the year 
one thousand two hundred and twenty three Saith that he was discharg¬ 
ed from the said service on the third of Agraun in the year one thousand 
two hundred and twenty four owing to this deponent having sided with 
the Complainant Govindpersaud Roy in a matter regarding their Cast 
in which they differed but that he was not discharged for any miscon¬ 
duct in service Saith that about four or five days after he was discharged 
from, the service of the defendant he entered the service of the Com¬ 
plainant Saith that he did not on entering such service offer to assist 
the Complainant to carry on the present suit nor is he now retained and 
employed for that purpose only but for the general purposes of all his 
transactions Saith that when he this deponent first entered the service 
of the said defendant the said defendant required from him a Kabulliut 
or an agreement in writing which is usually done on such occasions for 
securing his good behaviour Saith that he this deponent did execute a 
Kabuliat for that purpose and delivered the same to the said defendant 
and believes that the said agreement is at this time of his examination 
in the possession of the said defendant Saith that when he this depo¬ 
nent executed such agreement the said defendant was not jointly con¬ 
cerned with any persons or person in any trade or dealings or copartner¬ 
ship Saith that he this deponent entered into the sole employ of the 
said defendant and not into his employ jointly with any other persons 
or person Saith that while he continued in such employ he received 
his wages from Jossodanund the Cash keeper of the said Rarcunohun 
Roy and x such sums he considered the said Rammohun Roy 
as his empolyer Saith that he did in his capacity as mohurrir to the 
said defendant keep accounts in his proper handwriting not in books but 
in separate pieces of paper which were afterwards strung together which 
said accounts were in the possession of the said defendant at the time 
that this deponent quitted his service and which accounts he believes 
are still in his possession Saith that such accounts solely and exclusively 
related to the proper dealings and transactions of the said defendant 
and not to any joint dealings between the said defendant Ramcaunt Roy 
and Juggomohun Roy Saith that he never made nor ever heard of any 
entry against joint dealings in any account of the said Rammohun Roy 
jointly with any other persons or person whatever Saith that one Montoo 
Roy x him one Dookeram Mookerjee and after the said Dookeram 
Mookerjee he this deponent kept an account of a fund which was set 
apart by Ramcaunt Roy Juggomohun Roy and the defendant Ram¬ 
mohun Roy for the expences of their food and religious ceremonies 
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Saith that the said Montoo Roy is dead and that he this deponent saw 
Dookeram Mookerjee at Kishenagore in the month of Agraun last 
Saith that he was in the service of the defendant Rammhoun Roy at the 
times when he purchased the Puttannee or Talooks of Nangoorparah 
Beloka Kishenagore and Serampore respectively mentioned in the plead¬ 
ings of this cause Saith that the same were respectively purchased by 
the exclusive money of the said defendant Saith that he did keep the 
accounts which respectively related to said last mentioned Talooks 
from the times when some of them were purchased up to the time when 
he this deponent quitted the service of the said defendant Saith that he 
doth know that such Talooks were treated and considered and managed 
and possessed and enjoyed as the absolute and exclusive property of 
the said defendant this deponent looking at the paper writing now pro¬ 
duced and shown to him at this the time of his examination marked No. 
1 saith that the same is the agreement which he this deponent executed 
and delivered to the said defendant when he entered into his service res¬ 
pecting which he hath been before interrogated and that his this depo¬ 
nents proper hand writing is subscribed to the same. 

(Sd.) PR 
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To the Third Cross Interrogatory this deponent saith that he did 
see a certain Deed of Partition in the month of Agraun last purporting 
to be a deed whereby Ramcaunt Roy the father of the defendant Kam- 
mohun Roy allotted and divided the landed property which he possessed 
at the time of such partition Saith that he saw the said deed in the 
possession of the Complainant Govindpersaud Roy in the month or 
Bhader last Saith that he doth know that from the time when he this 
deponent first entered into the service of the said defendant was in the 
year one thousand two hundred and fifteen the whole of the landed 
property mentioned in such deed of partition was enjoyed and pos¬ 
sessed by the parties mentioned in the said deed namely Juggomohun 
Roy Rammohun Roy and Ramlochun Roy according to the distribution 
or division therein made Saith that the said Juggomohun Roy did at 
all times within the knowledge and recollection of himi this deponent 
exclusively managed the said landed property which by the said deed 
of Gift was allotted to him and did receive the rents and profits and 
pay the revenue or duties to Government on account of such last men¬ 
tioned landed property Saith that the said Juggomohun Roy did grant 
pottahs and receipts to the respective Tenants and Riots who occupied 
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or belonged to the landed property which had been allotted to him by 
the said deed of Partition Saith that he this deponent is an Inhabitant 
of Kissenaghur situate near to Nangoorparah and hath full means of 
knowing as well from being such Inhabitant of the said place as from 
his being in the service of the defendant Rammohun Roy and likewise 
from, having rented land from the said Juggomohun Roy from time to 
time that the property allotted as aforesaid to the said Juggomohun Roy 
was exclusively managed by him Saith that he doth not know that the 
said Juggomohun Roy either sold mortgaged exchanged or transferred 
any part of the property so allotted to him by the said deed of Partition 
either with or without any communication with the said Rarnmohun 
Roy Saith that the said defendant Rammohun Roy did at all times 
after he this deponent entered into his service exclusively manage the 
said landed property which had been allotted to him by the said deed 
of partition without any interference with the said Juggomohun Roy and 
Ramcaunt Roy or either of them as the sole and absolute owner 
thereof. 

fo the Fourth Cross Interrogatory this deponent saith that he did 
not say in his examination in chief that Juggomohun Roy and the defen¬ 
dant in the title of^ these interrogatories named did at any time after 
the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and three live together or 
act as of an undivided Hindoo family either jointly with his father 
Ramcaunt Roy or otherwise Saith that from the year one thousand 
two hundred and three up to the year one thousand two 
hundred and twenty three the said family were united as to food but 
divided as to property and every thing else Saith that froml the said 
year one thousand two hundred and three up to year one thousand 
two hundred and ten when the said Ramcaunt Roy died the said 
Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy lived together with the said 
father and were undivided as to food Saith that from the death of the 
said Ramcaunt Roy up to the time of the death of the said Juggomohun 
Roy which happened in the year one thousand two hundred and eighteen 
the said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy continued to live to¬ 
gether in the same house and were undivided as to food Saith that 
from the death of the said Juggomohun Roy and up to the year one 
thousand two hundred and twenty three the said Rammohun Roy and 
Govindpersaud Roy the son of the said Juggomohun Roy continued to 
hve together and were undivided as to food Saith that he doth not 
know that the said Juggomohun Roy Ramcaunt Roy and the defendant 
were reunited their interest as to property or that any change took 
place either in the management or conduct of the affairs of the family 
14 
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Saith that the said Ramcaunt Roy from the year one thousand two 
hundred and three and up to the time of his death mostly resided in 
Burdwan Saith that he sometimes during that period went to reside at 
Langulparah with his sons Juggomohun Roy and the defendant Ram- 
mohun Roy and sometimes with his son Ramlochun Roy at Radanagore 
Saith that the said Ramcaunt Roy resided in a house in Burdwan and 
carried on separate dealings and transactions distinct and separate from 
the dealings and transactions of his sons to the amount of two lacks 
and sometimes to the amount of two lacks and a half annually which he 
this deponent knows from having had dealings with the said Ramcaunt 
Roy for and on behalf of his this deponents father Saith that the said 
Juggomohun Roy did after the death of the said Ramcaunt Roy receive 
in the possession of him this deponent the sum of Sicca Rupees 1000 from 
one Juggutram Roy which sum was due to the said Ramcaunt Roy at 
the time of his death Saith that the said Juggomohun Roy did after the 
death of the said Ramcaunt Roy make an arrangement with one 
Benodram Sammadar for a debt which was due by the said Benodram 
Sommadar to the said Ramcaunt Roy and did receive a part of the said 
debt amounting to 100 rupees in several payments which said debt 
amounted in the whole to about 700 rupees Saith that he doth not know 
of any other debt which the said Juggomohun Roy recovered after his 
fathers death Saith that he doth not know nor was he privy to the said 
Juggomohun Roy x x x a claim to the Zillah Court at Hcoghly 
stating himself to be the sole heir of the said Ramcaunt Roy or that 
he by virtue thereof acquired large or any sum or sums of money Saith 
that he doth not know of any speculation or dealing in which the said 
Juggomohun Roy was at any time engaged either jointly with the de¬ 
fendant or otherwise and by which he made very considerable or other 
profit Saith that in the absence of Jugganut Mozumdar the Naib of the 
Talook of Beloke and Kissenaggur which said Talook belonged to 
Rammohun Roy and which the said Rammohun Roy purchased in the 
name of one Rajiblochun Roy the said Juggomohun Roy transacted and 
managed the affairs of the said Tarraf of Beloke and Kissenaghur but 
that the said Juggomohun Roy received no advantages or profits there¬ 
from Saith that he doth know of a purchase which was made by the 
said Juggomohun Roy in the year one thousand two hundred and five 
of 400 biggahs of aymah land as also of four bigghas and sixteen cottahs 
of other land between Bengal years one thousand two hundred and 
fifteen and one thousand two hundred and seventeen which the said 
J u g& om °kun Roy purchased in the name of him the said Juggomohun 
Roy Saith that the said Juggomohun Roy purchased the said aymah 
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and from one Gocoolnaut Mitter and Seetanaut Mitter Saith that he 
purchased four biggahs and sixteen cottas part from Bulram Odicaxry 
and part from Ramdhone Ghose and Ranmarian Ghose Saith that the 
said Juggomohun Roy paid for the said lands partly in cash belonging 
to himself and partly by an exchange of other lands Saith that he paid 
about 1200 or a thousand rupees in cash for the said 400 biggahs of 
aymah land and that he gave 2 biggahs of land and twenty rupees for 
the said four biggahs and sixteen cottahs Saith that in the year 12x the 
said Juggomohun Roy mortgaged the said aymah land to Rajiblochun 
Roy and borrowed and received on such mortgage the sum of Sa. 
Rupees 1600 in the presence of him this deponent Saith that the amount 
of 1200 rupees thereof was in silver paid into the hands of the said 
Juggomohun, Roy by the said Rajiblochun Roy and 400 was paid by 
a transfer of debt due by the said Juggomohun Roy to Rammohun 
Roy Saith that on the occasion of the said mortgage a mortgage deed 
was executed by the said Juggomohun Roy to the said Rajiblochun Roy 
but that he this deponent was not a subscribing witness thereto though 
he was present on that occasion Saith that he doth not know of any 
Instrument or Instruments in writing touching the purchase mortgage 
sale Exchange or Transfer of any landed or other property in which 
the said Juggomohun Roy the Defendant Rammohun Roy and their 
father Ramcaunt Roy joined as parties subsequently to the 19th of 
Augrun one thousand two hundred and three Saith that he doth not 
know of any Instrument or Instruments in writing touching the purchase 
mortgage sale exchange or transfer of any landed or other property 
in which the said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy were joined 
as partners subsequent to the day and year last mentioned Saith that 
he doth not know of any landed or other property which at any time 
since the day last mentioned was purchased with the joint funds of the 
said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy Saith that he doth not 
know with whose funds certain Talooks- or Estates now in the possession 
of Rammohun Roy and respectively called Govindpore Rammiesser- 
pore and Nangoorparah were purchased Saith that he knows that 
certain Talooks called Billoke Kissenaghur and Serampore were pur¬ 
chased with the funds of the said Rammohun Roy Saith that he this 
deponent was present when the said Rammohun Roy made the pur¬ 
chase of 1 the Talook Billoke Saith that he was not present when the 
TaHooks of Kissenghur and Serampore were purchased but was pre¬ 
sent after the purchase thereof when the said Talooks were taken 
possession thereof for and on behalf of the said Rammohun Roy Saith 
that the said Talooks of Govindpore Rammesserpore and Nangoreparah 
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have ever since he this deponent hath been in the service of the said 
Rammohun Roy been in the exclusive possession of him the said Ram¬ 
mohun Roy Saith that the said defendant Rammohun Roy has through 
his Naibs and his Putteendars occupied and possessed the said Talooks 
and estates from the time they were purchased respectively as far as he 
this deponent can recollect since his first coming into the service of the 
said Rammohun Roy Saith that the said Talooks of Govindpore and 
Rammesserpore are x x by Rajiblochun Roy Puttundar of the 
said Rammohun Roy Saith that Nangoorparah Billoke Kissenagore 
Serampore are held and managed by Jugganaut Mozumdar as Naib 
of the said Rammohun Roy Saith that the said Rammohun Roy has by 
his Naib the said Juggernaut Mozumdar and the said Rajiblochun Roy 
received to his use and for his sole benefit the rents and profits of the 
said Talooks or Estates and paid to Government assessment revenues 
and duties thereof and x x x exclusively managed them at 
all times since the same were respectively purchased Saith that the 
said defendant Rammohun Roy and his agents and servants have at 
all times since the purchase of the said Estate granted Pottahs and 
receipts in the sole name of the said Rammohun Roy to the tenants 
and Ryots who occupy the said estates Saith that the said Rammohun 
Roy hath at all timesj since the purchase of the said Talooks or estates 
respectively either by himself his agents or servants exercised the sole 
management and controul over the said Talooks and Estates as the 
sole owner and proprietor thereof respectively Saith that the said 
Juggomohun Roy did from time to time from the year one thousand 
two hundred and fifteen to the year one thousand two hundred and 
eighteen act as the agent manager or Naib of the said Talooks or 
Estates in the absence of the said Joggurnaut Mozumdar the Naib of 
the said Rammjohun Roy Saith that the said Juggomohun Roy so acted 
during the said period in trust for in the us e of and in the name of the 
said defendant Rammohun Roy Saith that he doth know of an agree¬ 
ment which was entered into between the said Juggomohun Roy and 
Rajiblochun Koy but not on the behalf of the defendant Rammohun 
Roy Saith that the said Juggomohun Roy did by the said agreement 
undertake to account to the said Rajiblochun Roy for the collections 
he had made in the Talooks of Kissenagore Belloke Langulparah and 
Serampore and which agreement the said Juggomohun Roy executed 
in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and eighteen Saith that 
the said Juggomohun Roy did not act as Naib by virtue of any agree¬ 
ment but that he acted as such for he said Juggernaut Mozumdar for 
such times as the said Juggernaut Mozumdar was personally absent 
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during which time the said Juggomohun Roy was subject to the autho¬ 
rity of the said Rajibloehim Roy Saith that the said Juggomohun Roy 
acted for the said Juggernaut Mozumdar from time to time from the 
year one thousand two hundred and fifteen to the year one thousand 
two hundred and eighteen but that he did not manage the said Talooks 
and estates under any agreement Saith that he doth not know when the 
said Juggomohun Roy ceased to act as such agent cr manager or Naib 
Saith that he is acquainted with a piece or parcel of ground containing 
about nine biggahs and not sixteen biggahs situate at Ragonautpore in 
the Pergannah of Jehanabad in which a certain house hath lately been 
erected Saith that the said piece of ground was purchased with the 
proper x of the said Rammohun Roy x that 4 biggahs 
and 10 cottahs thereof were purchased by the said Rammohun Roy 
in the year one thousand two hundred and twenty one from Nubbo- 
caunt Chukerburty and others whose names he this deponent doth not 
just now recollept with his own proper funds Saith that the other 4 
biggahs and 10 cottahs belonged to his the said Rammohun Roys one 
Talook of Kissenagore and was in the possession of Ryot to whom 
the said Rammohun Roy gave other ground in exchange for the same 
Saith that the said Rammohun Roy did not exchange land with his 
Ryot but x the same into his own hands and reduced his annual 
x for so much Saith that the said defendant Rammohun Roy hath 
since the purchase of the said piece of ground consisting of 4 biggahs 
and 10 cottahs as also of the other 4 biggahs and 10 cottahs which he 
so reserved from; his said Tenant built a house thereon and formed a 
garden at his own exclusive expence and with his own proper monies 
which he this deponent knows from having been at the time in the 
service of the said Rammohun Roy Saith that Rammohun Roy began 
to form; the garden in one thousand two hundred and eighteen but 
in one thousand two hundred and twenty one he destroyed the said 
garden and so renewed building the said house thereon and finished 
the same in one thousand two hundred and twenty three Saith that the 
said Rammohun Roy hath since the building of the said house pos¬ 
sessed and enjoyed the same but that the said house yielded no rent 
or profit Saith that the said Juggomohun Roy was confined in the Gaol 
Roomis of Midnapore in the year x the year one thousand two 
hundred and twelve for arrears of revenue due to Government for his 
T alooks of North Hurrerampore but what was the amount of the said 
debt he this deponent doth not know Saith that the said defendant 
was in the receipt of the rents and profits of the Estates respecting 
which he hath been before interrogated and otherwise in opulent cir- 
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^stances during the time his said brother was confined in prison 
Saith that the said Juggomohun Roy was released from prison in the 
Bengal year one thousand two hundred and twelve which release he 
obtained by paying down 1000 rupees in cash and entering into an 
agreement to pay the residue by instarnlents Saith that after his release 
and up to the period of his death the said Juggomohun Roy continued 
in distressed and embarrassed circumstances and was compelled to 
borrow small sums of money from Moodies and from, other individuals 
and particularly from the said Rajiblochun Roy whom he this depo¬ 
nent saw advance on one occasion the sum of 1600 rupees Saith that 
he doth not know of any sum of money which was borrowed from the 
said Rammohun Roy by the said Juggomohun Roy nor did he ever see 
him execute any security to the said Rammohun Roy Saith that the 
defendant did in the month of Augrun in the year one thousand two 
hundred and twenty one transfer to his nephew one Gooroodoss his 
the defendants share of the family house at Langulparah and the said 
Gooroodoss hath ever since up to the present time continued to occupy 
and possess the same Saith that he doth not know for what reason the 
said defendant transferred the said share in the said house to the said 
Gooroodoss Saith that the defendant did x x x 

interrogated before x about x x x x x 

after he had transferred to the said Gooroodoss the said share in the 
said family house. 


J. A. Simpson 
Examr. 


(Sd.) <7R 


105. Interrogatories on behalf of Rammohun Roy. (Filed 27 August, 1818.) 

Interrogatories to be adminis¬ 
tered to such witnesses as shall be 
produced Sworn and Examined in 
a certain Cause now pending and 
at issue in the Supreme Court of 
Judicature at Fort William in 
Bengal wherein Govindpersaud 
Roy only son and heir and legal 
personal representative of Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy deceased is Complain¬ 
ant and Rammohun Roy is Defen¬ 
dant. 
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ON THE PART AND BEHALF OF THE DEFENDANT 
ABOVENAMED. 

First Interrogatory. Who and what are you? How do you sub¬ 
sist or gain your livelihood ? Are you in the service or employment of 
any and of what person by namie and if yea how long have you been 
in such service or employment? Declare—- 

Second Interrogatory. Do you know the parties Complainant and 
Defendant in the title of these interrogatories named or either and 
which of them,? and if yea, how long have you known them or either 
or which of them ? Declare— 

Third Interrogatory. Did you know one Ramcaunt Roy who in 
his lifetime was the father of the Defendant in the title of these Interro¬ 
gatories named ? If yea how long before his death were you acquainted 
with the said Ramcaunt Roy and what was the nature of your acquain¬ 
tance with him? If you shall say that you were intimately acquainted 
with the said Ramcaunt Roy then declare whether you had any and 
vyhat means of knowing the relations or family of the said Ramcaunt 
Roy ? If you had such means, declare whether the said Ramcaunt 
Roy had any and what sons, wives or Brothers when you first became 
acquainted with him and who or whom, by name ? In what village or 
place did the said Ramcaunt Roy reside when you first became ac¬ 
quainted with him and did any or what person or persons by name live 
and reside in the same house with the said Ramcaunt Roy at the time res¬ 
pecting which you have been last interrogated; and if yea did such 
person or persons live with the said Ramcaunt Roy and constitute with 
him an undivided Hindoo family, or otherwise and how? Do you 
know of any Partition or Division having taken place at any time and 
when between the said Ramcaunt Roy and all or any or either and 
which of the members of his family either in respect of food or pro¬ 
perty? If yea, did the parties take possession of the property which 
was allotted by such partition or division to each respectively and did 
the said Ramcaunt Roy retain or keep possession of any and what 
property after such division and partition ? Did any and what change 
take place at any time and when, after such partition or division in 
regard to the residence or manner of living of any or of either and of 
which of the members of the family of the said Ramcaunt Roy? If 
yea did the said Ramcaunt Roy continue after such partition or divi¬ 
sion to reside in the same house or place which he had occupied pre¬ 
viously to such partition or division or did he remove to and reside at 
any other and at what place? If you shall say that the said Ramcaunt 
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Roy did change his place of residence how soon after such partition, or 
division did such change take place and did all ox any or either and 
which of the persons who were members of his family before such 
partition or division accompany the said Ramcaunt Roy to his new 
place of residence ? If not in what place or places did the several per¬ 
sons who were members of the family of the said Ramcaunt Roy 
before such partition or division respectively reside or continue to Teside 
after such partition or division? Did or did not the said Ramcaunt 
Roy continue to reside after such change or removal in the place to 
which he so removed after the said partition or division and until the 
period of his death ? If not, in what place or places respectively did the 
said Ramcaunt Roy reside after the said partition or division and until 
the period of his death? How and in what manner did the said Ram¬ 
caunt Roy employ himself after the said partition or division and did 
he enter into or engage in any dealings or transactions of any and of 
what kind or description? If yea were such dealings or transactions 
carried on jointly with any person or persons and who or whom by 
name or were the same carried on, by the said Ramcaunt Roy on his 
own separate and exclusive account as you know or for any and for 
what believe? Do you know whether the said Ramcaunt Roy kept 
any books or accounts relating to dealings or transactions which he 
carried on either jointly or separately after the period of such partition 
or division respecting which you have been before interrogated, if yea 
where ,were such Rooks or accounts kept or deposited during the life¬ 
time of the said Ramcaunt Roy and who obtained possession thereof 
respectively after the death of the said Ramcaunt Roy? Do you know 
what person or persons by name kept or wrote the entries in the Rooks 
or accounts respecting which you have been last interrogated during 
all or any part of the lifetime of the said Ramcaunt Roy and subse¬ 
quently to the said partition or division? If yea, are such person or 
persons living or dead and if dead when and where did he or they 
die as you know or have any and what reason to believe ? When and 
where particularly did the said Ramcaunt Roy depart this life and did 
he die possessed of any and of what property real and personal or 
of either and of which and to what amount respectively as you know 
or have any and what reason believe? If not what became of the 
property which the said Ramcaunt Roy retained to himself at the time of 
such partition and division and if yea, what person or persons by name 
administered or took possession of all or of any and of what part of 
the property real or personal which belonged to the said Ramcaunt 
Roy at the time of his death and to what amount? Did any person or 
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persons and who or whom, by name, after the death of the said Ram- 
caunt Roy collect in or receive any debt or debts sum or sums of money 
which was or were due and owing to the said Ramcaunt Roy at the 
time of his death upon any judgment Decree Bond Note or other Secu- 
iity. If yea, declare particularly what debt or debts sum or sums of 


money was or were received by such person or persons, and from, what 
person or persons by name and when the same was or were received 
and in, what manner such debt or debts was or were secured cr ad¬ 
judged to be due to the said Ramcaunt Roy at the time of his death 
as you know or have any and what reason to believe and particularly 
set forth under what authority or pretended authority such debt or 
debts was or were claimed collected or received by the person or 
persons who collected or received the same ? Did or did not the said 
Ramcaunt Roy at any time after such partition or division respecting 
which you have been before interrogated, reunite himself in estate or 
Interests with all or with any or with either and with which of the mem¬ 
bers of his family with whom such partition or division was so made? 
I't yea, when did such reunion take place and on what occasion? :If 
you shall say that the said Ramcaunt Roy did not reunite himself with 
all or any or either of the members of the family from whom he sever¬ 
ed at the time of such partition or division then declare your reasons 
for knowing or believing that such reunion did not take place and say 
whether from the nature of your intimacy and acquaintance with the 
said Ramcaunt Roy and with his affairs and dealings after such partition 
and division, any union or reunion of Interests with any other person 
or persons could have taken place without your knowledge thereof? 
Declare your knowledge and belief of the matters and things respecting 
which you have been herein interrogated unto fully and particularly 

together with the means of your knowledge and the reasons of your 
belief respectively? 

fourth Interrogatory. Were you or were you not acquainted with 
one Juggomohun Roy who in his lifetime was the father of the Complain¬ 
ant in the title of these Interrogatories named ? If yea in what year 
did you first become acquainted with the said Juggomohun Roy and 
were you or were you not acquainted with the concerns or dealings or 
manner of living of the said Juggomohun Roy for any and for what period 
of time? If you shall have said that you were acquainted with the said 
juggomohun Roy before the Bengal year on e thousand two hundred 
and three then declare in what place the said Juggomohun Roy resided 
until the month of Agrun in that year? Did any and what person or 
persons by name live and reside with the said juggomohun Roy at the 
15 
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last mentioned and together with him form 1 one Hindoo family? 
If yea was such family previous to the time last mentioned divided or 
undivided? If undivided, did any partition or division take place at 
or about the time last mentioned, and did such partition or division 
occasion any and what change in the place or places of residence of 
any or of either and of which of the members who constituted such 
Hindoo family previously to such division? Was or was not any pro¬ 
perty real or personal allotted to the said Juggomohun Roy on the 
occasion of such partition or division and of any landed or real pro¬ 
perty was allotted to the said Juggomohun Roy what person or persons 
upon or after such partition or division took possession thereof? Do 
you or do you not know what person or persons by name received the 
rents and profits of the real or landed property respectively which you 
have been last interrogated after the period of such partition or divi¬ 
sion and during the lifetime of the said Juggomohun Roy? If yea 
declare the name or names of such person or persons, and for what 
period of time he or they received the rents or profits of such last 
mentioned real or landed property and the means of your knowledge 
herein ? Do you or do* you not know in whose possession the land or 
otheT real property which was so allotted to the said Juggomohun Roy 
at the time of such partition or division now is or are? If yea what 
person or persons is or are now possessed thereof or of any and of what 
part thereof ? and how and by what means did such person 
or persons become possessed thereof ? Do you know whether 
all or any and what part of the landed or real property which 
has so allotted to the said Juggomohun Roy at the time of such parti¬ 
tion or division was at any time during the lifetime of the said Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy sold to any person or persons and who or wdiom by name 
or exchanged for any other landed or real property ? If yea declaie 
what person or persons by name sold or exchanged the landed or other 
property which had been so allotted to the said Juggomohun Roy and 
particularly describe the property which was so sold or exchanged the 
landed or other property which had been so allotted to the said Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy, and particularly describe the property which was so sold 
or exchanged and the particular time when such sale or exchange res¬ 
pectively took place ? Where did the said Juggomohun Roy reside 
after the period of such partition or division and until the time of his 
death ? How and in what manner did the said Juggomohun Roy employ 
himself after the said partition or division and did he enter or engage 
in any dealings or transactions of any and of what kind or description ? 
If yea were such dealings or transactions carried on jointly with any 
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person or persons and who or whom by name or were the same carried 
on, by the said Juggomohun Roy on his own separate and exclusive 
account as you know or for any and for what reason believe? Do you 
know whether the said Juggomohun Roy kept any Books or accounts 
relating to any dealings or transactions which he carried on either jointly 
or separately after the period of such partition or division respecting 
which you have been before interrogated if yea where were such Books 
or accounts kept or deposited during the lifetime of the said Ramcaunt 
Roy and Juggomohun Roy respectively? Do you know what person or 
persons by name kept or wrote the entries in the Books or accounts 
respecting which you have been last interrogated during all or any 
part of the lifetime of the said Ramcaunt Roy and Juggomohun Roy 
respectively and subsequently to the said partition or division, if yea 
are such person or persons living or dead and if dead when and where 
did he or they die as you know or have any and what reason to believe? 
When and where particularly did the said Juggomohun Roy depart this 
life, and did he die possessed of any and of what property real and 
personal or of either and of which and to what amount respectively 
as you know or have any and what reason to believe? If yea what 
person or persons by name administered or took possession of all or 
of any and of what part of the property real or personal 
which belonged to the said Juggomohun Roy at the time of 
his death and to what amount ? Do you or do you not know the cir¬ 
cumstances or conditions of life of the said Juggomohun Roy after the 
said partition or division, and particularly during the latter period of 
his life? If you do what were the pecuniary circumstances of the 
said Juggomohun Roy at or about the period last mentioned and when 
particularly ? If you shall have said that the said Juggomohun Roy was 
in affluent or in good circumstances, then declare if you know of what 
particular property the said Juggomohun Roy was possessed and of what 
the same consisted, and what became thereof at the time of his death. 
But if you shall have said that the said Juggomohun Roy was in distress¬ 
ed or embarrassed circumstances then declare how and by what means 
of knowledge you are enabled to depose thereto and your reasons parti¬ 
cularly explain? Do you know or have you any and what reason to 
believe that at any time after the period of such partition or division 
respecting which you have been before interrogated the said Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy was concerned in any joint dealings or transactions of any 
kind or description either with his Brother the Defendant in the title of 
these interrogatories named or with his father Ramcaunt Roy? If yea 
what was the particular nature and extent of such dealings and transac- 
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tions and when and how long were they carried on? If not, do you 
on your oath believe that any joint dealings or transactions between 
the saiid Juggomohun Roy and the said Defendant and their said father 
Ramcaunt Roy could have been carried on without your becoming 
acquainted therewith? If you believe that such dealings and transac¬ 
tions could not have been carried on without your knowledge or privity 
set forth the grounds, and reasons of such your belief herein fully and 
particularly. Do you know or have you any and what reason to be¬ 
lieve that after the period of such partition and division, the said Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy reunited himself in respect estate and interest or in any 
other and in what manner with all or with any or with either and with 
which of the members of his family with whom such partition or division 
was so made ? If yea when did such reunion take place and on what 
occasion ? If you shall say that the said Juggomohun Roy did not 
reunite himself with all or any or either of the members of the family, 
from whom he severed at the time of such partition or division then de¬ 
clare your reasons for knowing or believing that such reunion did 
not take place and say whether from the nature of your intimacy and 
acquaintance with the said Juggomohun Roy and with his affairs and 
dealings after such partition and division any union or reunion of in¬ 
terests with any other person or persons could have taken place without 
your knowledge thereof? Declare your knowledge and belief of the 
matters and things respecting which you have been herein interrogated 
into fully and particularly together with the means of your knowledge 
and the means of your belief respectively. 

Fifth Interrogatory. Have you had any and what opportunity or 
means of knowing the circumstances dealings and transactions of the 
Defendant in the title of these Interrogatories named and if yea at what 
period of time did you first become acquainted with the pecuniary deal¬ 
ings and transactions of the said Defendant? If you shall have said 
that you were acquainted with the affairs and circumstances of the said 
Defendant before the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and three 
Do you know of any partition or division of family or ancestorial pro¬ 
perty which took place in the month of Augrun in that year between 
the said Defendant and his father and brothers? If yea, do you know 
whether any and what Landed or real property was allotted to the said 
Defendant on the occasion of such partition or division? If yea what 
person or persons by name after such partition or division took posses¬ 
sion of such property which was so allotted to the said Defendant ? Do 
you or do you not know what person or persons by name now is or 
are in the possession of the said property which was so allotted to the 
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defendant or oft any and of what part thereof? If yea, declare the 
same. Do you or do you not know whether one Ramcaunt Roy who 
in his lifetime was the father of the said Defendant and one Juggomohun 
Roy who in his lifetime was one of the brothers of the said defendant or 
either and which of them at any time after the period of such partition 
or division interfered with the possession or management of the landed 
property or of any part or parcel thereof which was so allotted to the 
said Defendant at the time of such partition or division ? If yea declare 
the same and when particularly and how and in what manner the said 
Ramcaunt Roy and Juggomohun Roy or either of them interfered with 
the possession or management of such last mentioned property or of any 
and of what part thereof ? But if you shall have said that the said 
Ramcaunt Roy and Juggomohun Roy did not interfere with the posses¬ 
sion or management of the said last mentioned property then set forth 
the particular reasons which enable you so to depose and the means of 
your knowledge and the grounds of your belief herein fully and parti¬ 
cularly Explain—Do you know what person or persons retained or 
took possession of the other parcels of landed property which on the 
occasion of the partition or division respecting which you have been 
before interrogated were respectively allotted to the other members of 
the said family ? If yea declare the same fully and particularly—Did 
or did not the said Defendant at any time after such partition in any 
manner interfere with the possession or management of all or of any 
part of the landed property which had been so allotted to any or to 
either of the other members of his family at the time of the said parti¬ 
tion ? If not could he have interfered with the possession or manage¬ 
ment thereof without your knowledge or privity and if he could not set 
forth the particular reasons of your knowledge and the grounds of your 
belief herein fully and particularly and the whole truth dlclare. 

Sixth Interrogatory. Do you know where the Defendant in the 
title of these interrogatories named resided at and before the time of 
the partition and division in the preceding interrogatory mentioned? 
If yea, declare the same—Did the said Defendant continue to dwell 
and reside in the same place after such partition or division or did he 
remove to any other and to what place of residence and how soon after 
such partition did the said Defendant so remove or change his place 
of residence. How did the said Defendant employ himself after the said 
partition or division and did he enter into or engage in any dealings or 
transactions of any and of what kind or description? If yea were such 
dealings or transactions carried on jointly with any person or persons 
and who or whom by name or were the same carried on by the said 
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Defendant on his own separate and exclusive account as you know or 
for any and for what reason believe ? Do you know whether the said 
Defendant kept any Books or accounts relating to any dealings or tran¬ 
sactions which he carried on either jointly or separately after the period 
of such partition or division respecting which you have been, before inter¬ 
rogated if yea where were such Books or accounts kept or deposited 
during the lifetime of the said Ramcaunt Roy and Juggomohun Roy 
respectively ? Do you know what person or persons by name kept or 
wrote the entries in the Books or accounts respecting which you have 
been last interrogated during all or any part of the lifetime of his father 
Ramcaunt Roy and his brother Juggomohun Roy respectively and subse¬ 
quently to the said partition or division? If yea, are such person or 
persons living or dead and if dead when and where did he or they die 
as you know or have any and what reason to believe ? Have you had 
any and what means of seeing or of inspecting the Books or accounts 
respecting which you have been last interrogated at any and what time 
or times during the lifetime of the said Ramcaunt Roy and Juggomohun 
Roy respectively and if yea in whose particular care or custody and in 
what house or place were such Books or accounts usually kept during 
the lifetime of the said Ramcaunt Roy and Juggomohun Roy respect¬ 
ively ? Were such Books or accounts of the dealings and transactions 
respecting which you have been hereinbefore last interrogated at any 
time or times submitted to the inspection or examination of the said 
Ramcaunt Roy and Juggomohun Roy or of either of them or of any 
person or persons on their behalf. If not could such Books or accounts 
have been submitted to the Inspection or Examination of the said 
Ramcaunt Roy and Juggomohun Roy or of either of them or of any 
person or persons on their behalf. If not could such Books or accounts 
have been sulftnitted to the inspection or examination of the said Ram¬ 
caunt Roy and Juggomohun Roy or of either of them or of any person 
or persons on the behalf of them or of either of them without your know¬ 
ledge or privity ? If not explain for what reason you know or believe 
that such Books or accounts could not have been so inspected or ex¬ 
amined and the whole truth declare. 

Seventh Interrogatory. Do you or do you not know a certain Talook 
called or known by the name of Govindpore in the Pergunnah of 
Jahanabad in the Zillah of Burdwan? If yea do you know whether the 
said Talook was purchased by the Defendant in the title of these inter¬ 
rogatories named or by any and by what person or persons by name on 
his behalf from any person or persons and who by name ? If yea when 
and by whom and from whom and in whose name was the same pur- 
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chased ? Do you or do you not know with whose funds or monies and 
on whose account the said Talook was purchased? If yea, Declare 
the same and particularly explain how you became acquainted with the 
circumstances connected with the purchase of the said Talook and with 
what particular fund or monies the same was purchased? Declare all 
you know of the matters and things in this Interrogatory enquired after 
and the means of your knowledge and the reasons of your belief 
particularly. 

Eighth Interrogatory. Do you or do you not know a certain Talook 
situated and being in the Pergunnah of Chunderconah in the Zillah of 
Burdwan and called or known by the name of Rammesserpore ? If yea 
do you know whether the said last mentioned 1 alook was purchased 
by the Defendant in the title of these Interrogatories named or by any 
and by what person or persons by name on his behalf from any person 
or persons and who by name? If yea, when and by whom and from 
whom and in whose name was the same purchased ? Do you or do you 
not know with whose funds or monies and on whose account the said 
Talook was purchased If yea, Declare the same and particularly explain 
how you became acquainted with the circumstances connected with the 
purchase of the said Talook and with what particular fund or monies 
the same was purchased? Declare all you know of the matters and 
things in this Interrogatory enquired after and the means of your know¬ 
ledge and the reasons of your belief particularly. 

Ninth Interrogatory. Do you or do you not know that some time 
in or about the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and six the 
Defendant in the title of these Interrogatories named was about to pro¬ 
ceed to Patna Benares and to other Provinces remote from Calcutta? 
IP yea, do you know whether at or about that period of time and when 
particularly the Defendant executed any and what instrument in writing 
in the nature of a transfer of the several Talooks in the seventh and 
eighth Interrogatories mentioned to any person or persons and who or 
whom by name ? If yea do you know for what purpose the said Instru¬ 
ment of Transfer was executed or why or from what reason or induce¬ 
ment the said Defendant was induced to execute the same? If yea 
declare the same fully and particularly. Look at the paper writing in 
the Persian Language and character now produced and shown to you 
at this the time of your Examination and marked with the Letter A and 
purporting to be a Bill of Sale executed by the said Defendant to one 
Rajiblochun Roy? Is or is not your name set and subscribed to the 
same as a Witness attesting the Execution thereof ? If yea is the name 
or signature of your own proper handwriting and did you see the said 
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signed or executed by any person or persons and who by 
name? Was any and what sum of money paid or acknowledged to 
have been paid as and for the consideration of the said Instrument at 
or before the execution thereof as you know or have any and what 
reason to believe? Do you know whether or not the property in the 
said Instrument mentioned or any part thereof was afterwards managed 
or possessed by the party to whom the same was transferred ? If yea 
how long was the same managed or possessed by him and did he 
manage or possess the same on his own account or in trust for any other 
person or persons and who or whom by name? Do you know who 
collected and received the Rents and Profits of the property in the 
said Instrument mentioned subsequently to and immediately after the 
date and execution thereof ? If yea what person by name received the 
same and did he appropriate the same to his own use or account for the 
same to and with any other and what person by name and for what 
period of time did he collect such Rents and Profits either for himself 
or for any other and for what person by name ? Declare all you know 
of the matters and things in this Interrogatory enquired after and the 
means of your knowledge and the reasons of your belief particularly. 

Tenth Interrogatory. Look at the paper writings in the Bengal 
and Persian Languages and character now produced and shown to you 
at this the time of your examination marked with the Letters B & C is 
or is not your name subscribed thereto as a witness attesting the execu¬ 
tion of the said Instruments or to one and which of them ? If yea is 
the name or signature of your proper handwriting and did you see the 
said last mentioned instrument or either and which of them, executed or 
signed by any and by what person or persons by name ? Do you know 
one Gooroodoss Mookerjee whose name is in the said produced instru¬ 
ment mentioned marked B. If yea was the said Gooroodoss Mookerjee 
related in any and in what manner or degree to the Defendant in the 
title of these Interrogatories named and what was the age of the said 
Gooroodoss Mookerjee at the time of the date and execution of such 
last mentioned Instrument in writing? Do you know whether or not the 
said Defendant was married at the time of the date of the last mentioned 
instrument? If yea declare the same and say if you know whether at 
the time last mentioned the said defendant had any and what child or 
children—Declare all you know of the matters and things in this inter¬ 
rogatory enquired after and the means of your knowledge and the 
reasons of your belief particularly. 

Eleventh Interrogatory. Look at the several paper writings in the 
Persian and Bengallee Languages and characters now produced and 
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shown to you at this the time of your examination respectively marked 
with the Letters D 6c E and purporting to be respectively granted and 
signed by the Collector of Burdwan and to be respectively sealed by the 
seal of office of the said Collector are you acquainted with the seal of 
office of the said Collector ? If yea are the impressions of a seal which 
now appear on the said papers writing impressions respectively of the 
genuine seal of office of the said Collector of Burdwan as you know or 
for any and for what reason believe? Look at the signature C. TV 
which appear subscribed to each of the said papers writing and say 
whether or not you are acquainted with the handwriting o ! £ the person 
by whom such signature was written or subscribed? If yea how did 
you become acquainted with the handwriting of such person and was 
such person at the time of the date of such papers writing respectively 
officiating and acting as Collector of Burdwan? Declare all you know 
of the matters and things in this Interrogatory enquired after 
and the means of your knowledge and the reasons of your belief 
particularly. 

Twelfth Interrogatory. Look at the paper writings in the Persian 
and Bengallee Languages and character now produced and shown to 
you at this the time of your examination respectively marked with the 
Letters D & E and purporting to be respectively signed and sealed by 
the Collector of Burdwan for the time being and read and attentively 
peruse such papers respectively. Do you know on what occasions or 
for what purposes such papers writing were respectively granted by or 
obtained from the Collector of Burdwan ? If yea explain the same and 
particularly declare on what occasion by whose desire at 
whose instance and for what consideration such papers writ¬ 
ing were granted by or obtained from the said Collector of 
Burdwan ? Did any and what change of possession take place in res¬ 
pect of the property or any part thereof mentioned in the said papers 
writing in consequence of the granting or obtaining of the said papers 
writing or either of them? And if yea explain what was done in 
persuance of the granting or obtaining of such papers writing or of 
either of them Declare all you know of the matters and things in this 
Interrogatory enquired after and the means of your knowledge and the 
reasons of your belief particularly. 

Thirteenth Interrogatory. Do you or do you not know who is now 


in possession of the Talooks of Govindpore and Rammesserpore in the 
seventh and eighth interrogatories mentioned ? If yea declare the name 
or names of the person or persons who now is or are possessed thereof 
and how long have or hath such person or persons become possessed 
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Talooks respectively? Were such Talooks at any time and 
when in the possession or under the management of one Rajiblochun 
Roy ? If yea, when particularly did he cease to hold the possession or 
to exercise the management thereof and to what person or persons by 
name and when did he deliver the possession or management thereof? 
Do you know on what occasion or for what consideration the possession 
or management of such Talooks was delivered by the said Rajiblochun 
Roy to such other person or persons? If yea declare the same—Do 
you know at or about what time a son was born to the defendant in 
the title of these Interrogatories named? If yea how soon before or 
after the birth of such son and when particularly were such Talooks 
transferred from the possession or management of the said Rajiblochun 
Roy to the possession or management of such other person or persons ? 
Declare all you know of the mlatters and things in this Interrogatory 
enquired after and the means of your knowledge and the reasons of 
your belief particularly. 

Fourteenth Interrogatory. Are you related to the defendant in the 
title of these Interrogatories named in any and in what manner or degree ? 
If yea declare the same were you at any time and when the real or the 
nominal properietor of the Talooks of Govindpore and Rammesser- 
pore in the seventh and eighth Interrogatories particularly described ? 
If yea how and in what manner and when and by what mode of 
transfer and for what consideration did you become the real or nominal 
proprietor of such Talooks? How old were you at the time of such 
transfer and were such Talooks managed by you or by any other and by 
what person and for what period of time ? Did you or did you not at 
any time and when particularly transfer or cause or suffer to be trans¬ 
ferred by some and by what mode, to some other person or persons and 
who or whom by name ? If yea declare the same and explain for what 
consideration and why and for what reason you transferred or parted 
with the possession of such Talooks? Did you receive any property 
or money or any other and what consideration or equivalent for the 
transfer of such Talooks? and if yea are you now in the possession of 
any property which you received at or after or as consideration for 
such transfer? If yea Declare the same. Declare all you know of the 
matters and things in this Interrogatory enquired after and the means 
of your knowledge and the reasons of your belief particularly. 

Fifteenth Interrogatory. Do you know whether the Defendant in 
the title of these Interrogatories named at any time and when parti¬ 
cularly lent and advanced any and what sum or sums of money to the 
Honorable Andrew Ramsay and Thomas Woodford Esquire who were 
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respectively Civil servants of the Honorable the East India Company 
on their Bengal Establishment or to either and to which of them? If 
yea declare the same and say if you know from what funds or from 
whose monies such sums or either of them were or was lent or advanced? 
If you shall have said that such sums or either of them were or was 
lent or advanced to the said Andrew Ramsay and Thomas Woodford 
or to either of them out of the proper monies of the Defendant then ex¬ 
plain fully and particularly how and by what means you became 
enabled to know to whom such monies belonged ? Do you know 
whether such monies have been received from the said Andrew 
Ramsay and Thomas Woodford or from either of them? If yea who 
hath or have received the same ? and if such debts were secured by any 
Bonds notes or other securities what hath or have become thereof 
respectively as you know or have any and what reason to believe. De¬ 
clare all you know of the matters and things in this Interrogatory enquir¬ 
ed after and the means of your knowledge and the reasons of your 
belief particularly. 

Sixteenth Interrogatory. Do you know a certain Putteney Talook 
situated in the Pergunnah of Jahanabad in the Zillah of Burdwan cajled 
Kissenagore and also a certain other Putteney Talook situated in the 
same Pergunnah and Zillah called Beerlook and also a certain other 
Putteney Talook situated in the Pergunnah of Bagrah in the zillah afore¬ 
said and called Nangulparah and also a certain other Putteney Talook 
situated in the Pergunnah of Boorsut in the Zillah aforesaid and called 
Serampore and also a certain upper roomed house and ground thereunto 
belonging situated at Chowringhee in the Town of Calcutta which 
formerly belonged to one Elizabeth Fenwick and also a certain upper 
roomed garden house situated at Simlah in the Town of Calcutta which 
formerly belonged to one Francis Mendes and which Talooks and 
Houses respectively have been purchased by and are now in the 
possession of the Defendant in the title of these Interrogatories named 
If you know all or any or either of such Talooks or houses, do you know 
with whose funds or monies such Talooks or Houses or any or either 
and which of them> were or was purchased ? and if yea declare the same. 

If you shall have said that such Talooks or Houses or any or either of 
them were or was purchased by or with the proper monies of the said 
Defendant then explain fully and particularly how and by what means 
you have become enabled to know or depose that such monies belong¬ 
ed to the said Defendant exclusively? Declare all you know of the 
matters and things in this Interrogatory enquired after and the means 
of your knowledge and the reasons of your belief particularly. 
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Seventeenth Interrogatory. Do you know whether the Defendant 
in the title of these Interrogatories named now is or at any and what time 
hath been possessed of any and of what parcel or parcels of Rent free 
or Bermutter ground situated at Kissenagore in the Pergunnah of Jahana- 
bad in the Zillah of Burdwan containing about three hundred Biggahs 
or any other and what quantity and which was purchased by the De¬ 
fendant either with his own funds or jointly with any other person or 
persons? If yea declare the same. If you shall have said that the 
said Defendant hath not at any time been possessed of any such rent 
free or Bermutter ground so purchased by him, then declare for what 
reason and by what means you are enabled to state that the said De¬ 
fendant did not at any time purchase or possess such Bermutter or rent 
free ground. Declare all you know of the matters and things in this 
Interrogatory enquired after and the means of your knowledge and 
the reasons of your belief particularly. 

Eighteenth Interrogatory. Do you know a certain piece or parcel 
of ground situated at Roganauthpore in the Pergunnah of Jahanabad in 
the Zillah of Burdwan containing about sixteen biggahs of ground part 
whereof hath been converted into a garden by the defendant in the 
title of these Interrogatories named and on other part whereof a house 


hath been erected by the said Defendant. If yea was or was not the 
said piece or parcel of ground allotted to the said Defendant 
at the time of a Partition and division between the said De¬ 
fendant and his father and brothers ? If yea in whose possession did 
the said piece or parcel of ground continue from the time of such 
Partition until the said House was built thereon and until the said garden 
was formed ? Do you know with whose funds and at whose expence 
the said House and Garden were respectively built and formed or 
made? If yea declare the same and how you are enabled to depose 
thereto and particularly declare when the said garden was formed? 
and at what particular period the Building of the said House was be¬ 
gun? who hath occupied or possessed the said House and Garden since 
the same were respectively built and made and who is or are in the 
present possession or occupation thereof respectively ? Declare all you 
know of the matters and things in this Interrogatory enquired after and 
the means of your knowledge and the reasons of your belief particularly. 

Nineteenth Interrogatory. Do you or do you not know who upon 
the death of Juggomohun Roy the Father of the Complainant in the 
title of these Interrogatories named took possession of the Estate or 
Effects rights or credits of the said juggomohun Roy? If yea declare 
the same if you shall have said that the said Complainant took possession 
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thereof or administered the same Declare how and in what manner you 
became acquainted therewith and whether the Complainant to your 
knowledge or with your privity did any and what acts towards releas¬ 
ing or in any other administering the Estate or property or collecting 
in the debts of his said father and the particular instance or instances 
which came within your knowledge, Particularly explain. Declare 
all you know of the matters and things in this Interrogatory enquired 
after and the means of your knowledge and the reasons of your belief 
particularly. 

Twentieth Interrogatory. Do you know a certain Talook situate 
in Pergunnah Chatu in the District of Midnapore and which at the time 
of the partition and division between Juggomohun Roy the father of the 
Complainant in the title of these Interrogatories named and the father 
and brothers of the said Juggomohun Roy in the Bengal year one 
thousand two hundred and three was allotted to the said Juggomohun 
Roy? If yea who after such partition obtained possession of and 
managed the said Talook ? Was the said Talook at any time and 
when particularly after such partition sold by any and by what authority 
and in w r hat manner and who was in the possession or management of 
such Talook at the time of the sale thereof ? If you shall have said 
that the said Talook was sold on account of arrears of Revenue due 
to the Government of Fort William then declare what person or per¬ 
sons was or were held responsible for such arrears? did or did not the 
sale of the said Talook satisfy the arrears of such Revenue? if not were 
any other and what proceedings commence or prosecuted in any and in 
what manner against any person or persons for satisfying the balance of 
such arrears and what person or persons was or were compelled to pay 
or satisfy the same and how were the same paid or satisfied as you 
know or have any and what reason to believe? Was the Defendant in 
the title of these Interrogatories named at any time or in any manner 
concerned with the management of such l alook after such partition or 
Division or was he in any manner required to pay or to contribute to¬ 
wards the payment of the arrears of such Revenue. Declare all you know 
of the matters and things in this Interrogatory enquired after and the 
means of your knowledge and the reasons of your belief particularly. 

Twenty first Interrogatory. Are you or are you not acquainted with 
the character and manner of handwriting of Juggomohun Roy who in 
his lifetime was the father of the Complainant in the title of these 
interrogatories named ? If yea have you and how often have you seen 
him write or how otherwise have you become acquainted therewith? 
Look at the several papers writing now produced and shown to you at 
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this the time of your Examination and respectively marked F G & H 
and the signatures which appear subscribed thereto respectively and 
say if you know by whom such papers writing or any or either and which 
of them, was or were written or subscribed} Declare all you know of 
the matters and things in this Interrogatory enquired after and the means 
of your knowledge and the reasons of 1 your belief particularly. 

Twenty second Interrogatory. Look at the papers writing in the 
Bengal and Persian Language and character now produced and shown 
to you at this the timje of your examination and marked with the Letters 
A B C D 6c E. Is or is not your name subscribed as a witness attesting 
the execution of any or either and which of such produced writings? 
If yea is your name or signature of your own proper handwriting and if 
yea did you see the said papers writing or any or either and which of 
them signed or in any other and what manner executed by any and by 
what person or persons by name? Do you know whether the con¬ 
sideration mentioned in any or either and in which of such papers writ¬ 
ing to which you are witness was paid by any person and by whom by 
name to any person and to whom! by name ? If yea declare the same 
and declare all you know of the matters and things in the Interroga¬ 
tories enquired and the means of your knowledge and the reasons of 
your belief particularly. 

Twenty third Interrogatory. Were you or were you not acquainted 
with the character of the handwriting of Juggomohun Roy who in his 
lifetime was the father of the Complainant in the title of these interroga¬ 
tories named ? If yea have you often seen him write or how otherwise 
did you become acquainted with his handwriting? Look at the papers 
writing now produced and shown to you at this the time of your ex¬ 
amination and respectively marked with the Letters F G 6c H and say 
whether the said papers writing or any or either and which of them 
have or has been written or signed by the said Juggomohun Roy and 
particularly point out what parts or passages of such paper writings 
respectively are in the proper handwriting of the said Juggomohun Roy 
Declare all you know of the matters and things in this interrogatory en¬ 
quired after and the mieans of your knowledge and reason of your 
belief particularly. 

Last Interrogatory. Do you know of any other matter or thing that 
can tend to the benefit or advantage of the Defendant in the title of 
these Interrogatories named ? If yea Declare the same fully and 
particularly. 

B. Turner 

Defendants Attorney. (Sd.) H. Compton. 
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Groopersaud Roy was produced and duly Sworn to these Interroga¬ 
tories this 28th day of August 1818—Before me 

(Sd). E. C. Macnaghten 
V. A. Chater 
Swn. Intr, to the Oath. 


Maunickrami Mokerjee was produced and duly sworn to these 
Interrogatories this 3rd day of February 1819. 

Before me 

(Sd) E. C. Macnaght en 
V. A. Chater 
Swn. Intr. to the Oath. 


Gopeyroohun Chatterjee was produced and duly sworn to these 
Interrogatories this 28th day of August 1818. 


This witness was not sworn in 
the ordinary way but in the 
manner declared by him to be the 
most binding on his conscience and 
admitted to be so by the Court 
Pundit by whom the oath was 
administered. 

(Sd) E. C. Macnaghten. 

(Sd) ws 


Before me 

(Sd) E. C. Macnaghten 
V. A. Chater 
Swn. Intr. to the Oath. 


Nundcoomar Bedalunkar was produced and duly sworn to the 
Interrogatories this 16th day of March 1819. 

Before me 


(Sd) E. C. Macnaghten 
V. A. Chater 
Swn, Intr. to the Oath. 


Sworn in the same manner as 
the witness Gopeymohun Chatterjee. 

E. C. M. 


Ramtonoo Roy was produced and duly sworn to these Interroga¬ 
tories this 16th day of March 1819. 

Before me 

Sworn in the same manner as (Sd) E. C. Macnaghten 

th e above witness. 

E. C. M. 

(Sd) “UN: 


V. A. Chater 
Swn. Intr. to the Oath. 
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Buddinauth Ghose was produced and duly sworn to these Interro¬ 
gatories this 1st (?) day of April 1819. 

Before me 

(Sd) E. CL Macnaghten 
V. A. Chater 
Swn, Intr. to the Oath. 

Rajiblochun Roy was produced and duly sworn to these Interro¬ 
gatories this 19th day of April 1819. 

Before me 

(Sd) E. C. Macnaghten 
V. A. Chater 
Swn. Intr. to the Oath. 

Gooroodoss Mookerjee was produced and duly sworn to these 
Interrogatories this 2d day of April 1819. 

Before me 

(Sd) E. C. Macnaghten 
V. A. Chater 
Swn. Intr. to the Oath. 


This witness was sworn in the 
above way. 

(Sd) E. C. M. 

(Sd) %r 


Golucknarain Sircar was produced and duly sworn to these Interro¬ 
gatories this 8th day of May 1819. 

Before me 

(Sd) E. C. Macnaghten 
V. A. Chater 
Swn. Intr. to the Oath. 

Charles Trover Esq. was produced and duly sworn to these Interro¬ 
gatories this 8th day of May 1819. 

Before me 

(Sd) E. C. Macnaghten 
V. A. C. 

Jussodanundun Ghose was produced and duly sworn to these 
Interrogatories this 13th day of May 1819. 

Before me 

(Sd) E. C. Macnaghten 
V. A. Chater 
Swn. Intr. to the Oath. 
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106. Petition of Rammohun Roy for a Rule. With Court's Order. 

(17 September, 1818.) 

To 

The Honorable Six Edward Hyde East Knight Chief Justice and his 
Companions justices of the said Supreme Court. 

The Humble Petition of Rammohun 
Roy the Defendant abovenamed 

Sheweth 

That on the Twenty Third day of June one thousand eight hundred 
and seventeen the Complainant filed His Bill of Complaint against Your 
Petitioners in this Honorable Court, and that on the Fourth day of 
October then next following Your Petitioner put in this Answer thereto. 

That a Replication to the said Answer was filed on the Nineteenth 
day of November last and a Rejoinder on the First day of December 
then next following. That on the Twenty seventh day of January in 
the present year one thousand eight hundred and eighteen Interroga¬ 
tories were filed on the part of the said Complainant and on the Ninth 
day of April then next following One Witness on behalf of the Com¬ 
plainant was examined thereto, but that no further Witnesses have been 
since examined on behalf of the said Complainant. That Interroga¬ 
tories on behalf of the said Defendant were also filed, On the Twenty 
seventh day of August last and Two Witnesses were produced and 
sworn thereon but as yet no Witnesses have been examined thereto. 

That on the Twenty eighth day of August the Letter a copy whereof 
is hereunto annexed marked A was written and sent by Mr. William 
Scott the attorney on Record for the said Complainant to James Simpson 
Esquire the Examiner of this Honorable Court. 

That the said Complainant hath not in pursuance of the Letter 
of the said William) Scott appointed any other Attorney of this Hono¬ 
rable Court to proceed in his said in the place or stead of the said 
William Scott. 

That Your Petitioner hath at great expense subpoened Witnesses 
from Burdwan and Patna to give evidence on his behalf in this cause-— 
and that they have been in Calcutta for many days but that such 
Witnesses cannot be examined by reason that the said Complainant 
hath not appointed any other Attorney to act in the place, of the said 
William Scott and that such Witnesses, if not immediately examined 
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will leave Calcutta and that it will be difficult hereafter to serve them, 
with subpoenas so as to procure their attendance again. 

Your Petitioner therefore prays 
that a Rule be made in this cause 
that all notices served on the 
sworn clerk in this cause of the 
Examination of Witnesses be 
deemed good and sufficient notice 
on the Complainant unless cause 
shewn to the contrary on Thursday 
the 24th day of September instant. 

And Your Petitioner shall ever 
pray &ca. 

(Sd) H. Compton. 

Order: 

Be it so 

This Rule being served on 
the Complainant in the cause. 

17th September, 1818. 

(Sd) F. Macnaghten 

B. Turner 

Petitioners Attorney. 

107. Deposition of Gopsemohun Chatterjee, a witness produced on the 
part of Rammohun Roy. (Examined 28 September, 1818.) 

Deposition of a Witness taken in the above Cause by the Examiner 

of this Court-Gopeemohun Chatterjee of Mirzapore in Calcutta 

Mooktear aged thirty two years or thereabouts being produced as a 
witness on the part of the Defendant in this cause and a Note having 
been delivered to Mr. William Smith Attorney for the Complainant in 
this cause on the twenty eighth day of August one thousand eight 
hundred and eighteen of the name title and place of abode of the said 
Gopeemohun Chatterjee He the said Gopeemohun Chatterjee was 
afterwards on the said twenty eighth day of August one thousand eight 
hundred and eighteen Sworn and on the twenty eighth day of 
September in the said year was Examined on the Interrogatories filed 
by the said Defendant on the twenty seventh day of August one 
thousand eight hundred and eighteen and Deposeth as fallows—- 

To the First Interrogatory this deponent saith that he is a 
Tehvildar or Cash keeper in the service of the Defendant Saith that he 
hath been in such service from the Bengal year one thousand two 
hundred and eight. 
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1 o the Second Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth know 
the Complainant Govindpersaud Roy only son heir and legal personal 
representative of Juggomohun Roy deceased and the defendant Ram¬ 
mohun Roy in the title of these interrogatories respectively mentioned 
Saith that he hath known the said Complainant for about three years 
last past and that he hath known the said defendant for about seven¬ 
teen or eighteen years last past. 

1 o the 1 hird Interrogatory this deponent saith that he never saw 
the said Ramcaunt Roy who was the father of the defendant in the 
title of these interrogatories named and of one Juggomohun Roy as 
he this deponent hath been informed from both Juggomohun Roy and 
the defendant Rammohun Roy Saith that he this deponent had no 
means of knowing ox being acquainted with the relations or family of 
the said Ramcaunt excepting from having lived about seventeen or 
eighteen years with the said Rammohun Roy in Calcutta and from 
being informed that the said Ramcaunt Roy was the father of the said 
Juggomohun Roy, Rammohun Roy and Ramlochun Roy whom he this 
deponent never saw Saith that he hath heard that the said Ramcaunt 
Roy had two wives and five or seven brothers the exact number of 
whom, he doth not recollect Saith that he never heard nor doth he know 
in what place or village the said Ramcaunt Roy lived and resided at 
any time and that he this deponent was never acquainted with him nor 
did he know what persons or person lived in the same house with him 
Saith that he doth not of his own knowledge know* but that he hath 
been informed by the said Juggomohun Roy in his lifetime and by the 
defendant Rammohun Roy that a partition of the patrimonial estate 
both real and personal was had and made between the said father 
Ramcaunt Roy and his the said Ramcaunt Roys brothers in his lifetime 
but when the said partition took place he this deponent doth not 
recollect to have heard Saith that he hath also been informed by the 
said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy that the said Ramcaunt 
Roy in his lifetime divided part of his property real and personal 
between his three sons Juggomohun Roy Rammohun Roy and Ram¬ 
lochun Roy and that the parties to such division took possession of 
such portions as were allotted to themi and that the said Ramcaunt Roy 
retained and kept possession of a part of his said real and personal 
Estate but of what it consisted he this deponent doth not know Saith 
that he doth not know when the said partition took place Saith that he 
never heard nor doth he know what change took place at any time 
after such partition or division in regard to the residence or manner 
of living of the said members of the family of the said Ramcaunt Roy 
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or of any or either of them save and except that the said Rammohun 
Roy hath lived and resided for these last seventeen or eighteen years 
past sometimes in Calcutta and sometimes at Patna Benares Rungpore 
and Dacca and sometimes in Jessore Saith that he this deponent never 
accompanied the said Rammohun Roy to any of these places out of 
Calcutta Saith that he never heard where the said Ramcaunt Roy was 
living and residing at the time of the said partition and division or where 
he lived and resided after the said partition and division Saith that he 
this deponent hath heard that after such division that the said Juggo- 
mohun Roy continued to live and reside with his father the said Ram¬ 
caunt Roy as he this deponent was informed by the said Rammohun 
Roy and Bhobenmohun Roy and that his son Ramlochun Roy lived 
in a house at Radanaghur separate and apart from his said father Saith 
that the said Rammohun Roy lived and resided sometimes in Calcutta 
and sometimes at the other places which he this deponent hath men¬ 
tioned and that he went on two several occasions to Langulparah to 
visit his wife and mother Saith that he hath heard from the said Ram¬ 
mohun Roy that the said Ramcaunt Roy died at Langulparah Saith that 
he doth not know in what manner the said Ramcaunt Roy employed 
himself after the said partition or division or that he entered into or 
engaged in any dealings or transactions of any kind or description what¬ 
ever Saith that he doth not know whether the said Ramcaunt Roy kept 
any books or accounts relating to any dealings or transactions what¬ 
ever at any time Saith that he doth not know of what property either 
real or personal the said Ramcaunt Roy died seized and possessed 
but hath heard that the said Ramcaunt Roy died seized and possessed 
of some real or personal property of which the said Juggomohun Roy 
became possessed after his death but what was the amount in value of 
such property he this deponent doth not know Saith that he doth not 
know what debts or dues to the said Ramcaunt Roy in his lifetime 
were collected after his death but that he hath heard from the said Ram¬ 
mohun Roy and Bhobunmohun Roy that the said Juggomohun Roy 
collected some debts and dues of the said Ramcaunt Roy after his 
death but that he did not hear what was the amount thereof or from 
whonfy the sarnie were collected or by what authority he did so Saith 
that he doth not know whether the said Ramcaunt Roy did at any 
iim'e after such partition or division respecting which he hath been 
before interrogated reunite himself in Estate and Interest with all or 
either or any of the members of his family with whom, such partition 
or division was made Saith that he doth know from having kept the 
books of account of the said Rammohun Roy and from having from 
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time to time lent the said Juggomohun Roy sums of money out of the 
funds of the said Rammohun Roy on his the said Juggomohun 
Roys sole account that no reunion ever did take place between the said 
Ramcaunt Roy and any or either of the members of the family from 
whom he, had severed at the time of such partition and division Saith 
that if any reunion had ever taken place he this deponent would 


certainly have heard of it. 

To the Fourth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he was 
acquainted with one Juggomohun Roy who in his lifetime was the father 
of the Complainant in the title of these interrogatories named Saith 
that he first became acquainted with the said Juggomohun Roy in the 
Bengal year one thousand two hundred and fourteen Saith that he was 
not acquainted with the dealings or concerns or manner of living 
of the said Juggomohun Roy for any period of time Saith that he doth 


not know where the said Juggomohun Roy resided before the month 
of Augrun in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and three or 
who lived and resided with him before or at that period Saith that he 
doth not know whether the said family of the said Juggomohun Roy 
was divided or undivided at the month of Augrun one thousand two 
hundred and three Saith that he doth not know of any division or parti¬ 
tion which took place between the said Juggomohun Roy and any 
other x x said year one thousand two hundred and three 
Saith that he hath known that after a division and partition which had 
taken place the said Rammohun Roys mother lived at Langulparah the 
said Ramlochun Roy lived and resided at Radanaghur the said Ram¬ 
mohun Roy lived and resided sometimes in Calcutta and some¬ 
times out of Calcutta but where the said Ramcaunt Roy and 
Juggomohun Roy*lived and resided after such division and partition he 
this deponent doth not know nor hath he ever heard Saith that he this 
deponent hath heard from Rammohun Roy and Bhobunmohun Roy 
that some real and personal property was allotted to the said Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy on the occasion of such partition and division and that the 
said Juggomohun Roy took possession of the said real property which 
was so allotted to him) but that he this deponent doth not know of 
what the same consisted nor what persons or person received the vents 
or profits of such landed property after the period of such partition and 
during the lifetime of the said Juggomohun Roy Saith that he doth not 
of his own knowledge know but that he hath heard from the Com¬ 
plainant Govindpersaud Roy that he the said Govindpersaud Roy is 
in the possession of the landed property which was allotted to the said 
Juggomohun Roy at the time of such partition or division Saith that 


RAJA RAMMOHUN ROY 

what was the said teal property or any part 
was so allotted to the said Juggomohun Roy Saith that he hath heard 
from the said Complainant Govindpersaud Roy that he took possession 
of such Estate of which the said Juggomohun Roy died seized and 
possessed as his son and heir Saith that he doth not know nor hath he 
ever heard that all or any part of the said real property which wa s so 
allotted to the said Juggomohun Roy at the time of such partition or 
division was at any time during the lifetime of the said Juggomohun 
Roy or at any other time sold to any persons or person whatsoever or 
exchanged for any other landed or real property Saith that he doth not 
know nor hath he heard where the said Juggomohun Roy resided after 
the period of such partition and at the time of his death or in what 
manner he employed himself or whether he entered into or engaged in 
any dealings or transactions of any kind or description whatsover Saith 
that h e hath heard that after such partition or division the said Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy was confined in the Gao! at Midnapore for a period of 
three years on account of a debt due to Government for Revenue Saith 
that he doth not know whether the said Juggomohun Roy kept any 
books or accounts relating to any dealings or transactions which he may 
have carried on either jointly or separately after the period of such 
partition respecting which he hath been before interrogated Saith that 
the said Juggomohun Roy died at Langulparah but in what year he this 
deponent doth not know but that he was informed thereof by the said 
Govindpersaud Roy and that he died seized and possessed of some real 
and personal Estate and property but to what amount or of what des- 
cription he this deponent doth not know Saith that he hath also heard 
from the said Govindpersaud Roy that he administered unto and took 
possession of all the said real and personal property of which the said 
juggomohun Roy died seized and possessed of at the time of his 
death Saith that he doth not know what the circumstances of the said 
Juggomohun Roy were at any time after the said partition and division 
or what his pecuniary circumstances were at any time Saith that he doth 
not know nor hath he any reason to believe that the said Juggomohun 
Roy was concerned in any joint dealings or transactions of any kind 
or description either with his brother in the title of these interroga¬ 
tories named or with his father the said Ramcaunt Roy at any time 
after the period of such partition or division Saith that on his oath he 
believes that the said Juggomohun Roy could not have carried on any 
joint dealings or transactions with the said Rammohun Roy without his 
this deponents becoming acquainted x and x his 

reason for not believing are from his this deponents being the keeper 
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of the cash account of the said Rammohun Roy and that if any such 
joint dealings had been carried on they must have appeared in the 
said cash account of the said Rammohun Roy in which account he 
this deponent never saw nor did he ever make entries of such descrip¬ 
tion Saith that he hath no means to believe that the said Juggomohun 
R°y x after such partition or division ever reunited himself in 
any respect or manner with all or with any of the members of his 
family with whom, such partition or division was so made Saith that 


he believes that he should have known of such reunion by reason of 
his being in the service of the said Rammohun Roy if any such reunion 
had taken place. 


J. A. Simpson 
Examr. 


} 


(Sd.) 


To the Fifth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he hath had the 
means and opportunity of knowing the circumstances and concerns 
dealings and transactions of the defendant in the title of these interro¬ 
gatories named since the year one thousand two hundred and eight 
when he this deponent first entered into his service Saith that he was 
not acquainted with the affairs and circumstances of the said defendant 
on or before the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and three 
Saith that he this deponent doth not of his own knowledge know of any 
partition or division of family or ancestorial property which took place 
in the month of Augrun in that year between the said defendant and 
his father and brothers Saith that he this deponent heard from the 
defendant after he* had been in his service that a division had taken 
place but when or what the particulars of the said division were he 
this deponent never heard Saith that he this deponent heard from the 
said Rammohun Roy that himself and his brothers Juggomohun Roy 
and Ramlochun Roy did after such partition and division take possession 
of such real and personal property as was allotted to them Saith that 
he hath further heard from the said Rammohun Roy and one Gooroo- 
doss Mookerjee that the said Rammohun Roy is now in possession of 
the landed property which was allotted to him and that the heir or heirs 
but who they are he this deponent doth not know of the said Ram¬ 
lochun Roy are now in possession of the landed property which was 
allotted to the said Ramlochun and that the Complainant Govind- 
persaud Roy is in possession of the landed property which was allotted 
to his father the said Juggomohun Roy Saith that he doth not know nor 
hath he heard that Ramcaunt Roy who in his lifetime was the father of 
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and Juggomoliun Roy who was in this lifetime 
the brothers of the defendant or either of them did at any time after the 
period of such partition or division interfere with the possession or 
management of the landed, property or of any part or parcel thereof 
which was so allotted to the said defendant at the time of such parti¬ 
tion or division Saith that his reason for believing that the said Ram* 
caunt Roy and Juggomohun Roy never did interfere with the possession 
or management of the said landed property which was allotted to the 
said Rammohun Roy is from his this deponents having been in the 
service of the said Rammohun Roy for a period of eighteen years and 
from never having known an instance of their having done so during 
that time and from never having seen any mention made of any such 
interference in any of the bocks or papers belonging to the said Ram- 
mohun Roy but on the x thereof the possession of the said 
landed property appeared by the said books and papers to have 
been during that period in the exclusive possession of the said Ram¬ 
mohun Roy Saith that he hath not known nor hath he heard that the 
said Rammohun Roy at any time after such partition or division inter¬ 
fered with the possession or management of all or any part of the 
landed property which had been so allotted to any or either of the other 
members of his family at the time of the said partition Saith that he 
believes that if the said Rammohun Roy had so interfered he this 
deponent have heard of it from: having been in the service of the said 
Rammohun Roy. 

To the Sixth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth not 
know where the defendant in the title of these interrogatories named 
resided at or before the partition or division in the preceding interro¬ 
gatory mentioned or where he resided immediately after the said divi¬ 
sion or partition or when that division or partition took place Saith 
that he hath known the said Rammohun Roy from the Bengal year one 
thousand two hundred and eight when he was living and residing in 
Calcutta Saith that he hath known the said Rammohun Roy from that 
time to the present leave Calcutta for the purpose of going to different 
places and of returning to Calcutta Saith that he this deponent hath 
known the said Rammohun Roy from that period receive the rents 
issues and profits of land situate out of Calcutta in the Zillah of Hooghly 
and the Zillah of Burdwan which sums were carried to his sole credit 
in his the said Rammohun Roys books Saith that he hath also known 
the said Rammohun Roy buy Company’s paper in his own name and 
that he hath also heard that the said Rammohun Roy was in the ser¬ 
vice of some Gentleman at Rungpore but what was the nature of such 
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service lie this deponent jdoth not know as he did not accompany the 
said Rammohun Roy to Rungpore Saith that the said Rammohun Roy 
at different times sent sums of money from Rungpore to Calcutta which 
sums of money were carried to the exclusive credit of the said Ram¬ 
mohun Roy in his books Saith that he doth know that the said defen¬ 
dant left books and accounts relating to such dealings and transactions 
which he carried on separately after the Bengal year one thousand 
eight hundred and two Saith that he this deponent had the custody and 
management of the said books as well during the lifetime of the said 
Ramcaunt Roy and Juggomohun Roy as since while he this deponent 
delivered into the said Rammohun Roy annually but where the said 
Rammohun Roy deposited them or who hath now the custody of them 
he this deponent doth not know Saith that the said books were written 
by him this deponent Kenooren Sircar and Bowanny Ghose Saith that 
the said Kenooren Sircar and Bhowany Ghose are now; dead and that 
they both died somewhere in the district of Burdwan but when or in 
what particular village they respectively died he this deponent doth 
not know; Saith that the entries made by the said Bhowanny Ghose in 
the said books of account of the said Rammohun Roy were made 
during the lifetime of the said Ramcaunt Roy and Juggomohun Roy 
and that the entries made in the said books by the said Kenoram 
Sircar were made subsequent to that period Saith that he this depo¬ 
nent daily saw! the said books of account and subscribed his name to 
the same Saith that during the lifetime of the said Ramcaunt Roy ,and 
Juggomohun Roy the said books and accounts were in the particular 
care and custody of him this deponent and which he this deponent 
kept in a house occupied by the said Rammohun Roy in Calcutta 
Saith that he this deponent doth not know whether the said books and 
accounts were at any time or times submitted to the inspection of the 
said Ramcaunt Roy and Juggomohun Roy or to either of them or to 
any persons or person on their behalf Saith that he this deponent annual¬ 
ly ^delivered in the said books of account to the said Rammohun Roy who 
might have submitted them to the inspection of the said Ramcaunt 
Roy and Juggomohun Roy without the knowledge of him this depo¬ 
nent or to either of them or to any person on their or either of their 
behalf but believes that if the said Rammohun Roy had done so he this 
deponent would have heard of the same from him the said Rammohun 
Roy* 




To the Fifteenth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth 
not know whether the defendant in the title of these interrogatories 
narked at any time lent or advanced any sum or sums of money to 
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the Honorable Andrew Ramsay a civil servant of the Honorable East 
India Company on their Bengal Establishment Saith that in the Bengal 
year one thousand two hundred and nine he this deponent held in his 
hands and custody a sum* of two thousand rupees belonging to the 
said Rammohun Roy which sum of two thousand rupees together with 
the further sum of three thousand rupees which the said Rammohun 
Roy desired this deponent to buy from one Joykissen Sing and which he 
this deponent accordingly bought he this deponent delivered to the 
said Rammohun Roy which sum) of five thousand rupees he this depo¬ 
nent by the order of the said Rammohun Roy delivered to one 
Juggernaut Mozumdar the reputed Sircar of Thomas Woodford Esquire 
also a Civil Servant on the Bengal Establishment and which sum he this 
deponent charged on the debit side of the account of the said I homas 
Woodford with the said Rammohun Roy as so much money lent on the 
cash account of the said Rammohun from which circumstances he this 
deponent knows that the said sum of five thousand rupees belonged 
exclusively to the said Rammohun Roy Saith that he this deponent 
hath since by the desire of' the said Rammohun Roy credited the said 
Thomas Woodford with the said sum of five thousand rupees from 
which circumstance he this deponent believe that the said sum of 
five thousand rupees hafc been repaid to the said Rammohun Roy by 
the said Thomas Woodford Saith that he doth not know whether the 
said debt was secured by any bond note or other security. 

To the Sixteenth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he knows 
by name a certain Putteney Talook situate in the Pergunnah of 
Jahanabad in the Zillah of Burdwan called Krishnagore a certain other 
Putteney Talook situate in the said Pergunnah and called Beerlook and 
also a certain other Putteney Talook situate in the Pergunnah of 
Boyrah in the Zillah aforesaid and called Nangulparah and also a cer¬ 
tain other Putteney Talook situate in the Pergunnah of Boorsut in the 
Zillah aforesaid called Serampore and that he hath seen the said Talooks 
respectively mentioned in the books of account of the said Rammohun 
Roy as belonging to him but that he doth not know when the said 
Talooks or any or either of them were purchased or with whose money 
these were respectively purchased Saith that he doth know a certain 
upper roomed house and ground thereto belonging situate at Chow- 
ringhee in the Town of Calcutta which formerly belonged to one 
Elizabeth Fenwick and also a certain upper roomed garden house 
situate at Simlah in the Town of Calcutta which formerly belonged to 
one Frances Mendes and which said two houses were purchased by him 
this deponent for the said Rammohun Roy out of his own proper 
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monies and are now in his the said Rammohun Roys possession Saith 
that all the said Talooks appear by the books of account of the said 
Rammohun Roy to be in his possession. 

To the Nineteenth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth 
not of his own knowledge know but that he hath heard fromi the Com¬ 
plainant Govindparsaud Roy and from one Gooroodoss Mockerjee a 
cousin of the said Govindpersaud Roy that the said Govindpersaud Roy 
took possession of the Estate effects rights and credits of the said 
juggomohun Roy on his death but that he never saw the said Govind¬ 
persaud to act or do any thing in the administering the effects of the 
said Estate. 

To the Twenty first Interrogatory this deponent saith that he is 
acquainted with the character and manner of handwriting of Juggomohun 
Roy who in his lifetime was the father of the Complainant in the title 
of these interrogatories named and that he hath seen himi write on two 
or three different occasions and is well acquainted with his handwriting 
This deponent looking at the paper writings now produced and shown 
to him at this the time of his examination and marked respectively 
F G & H and at the signatures which appear subscribed thereto respec¬ 
tively saith that he doth not know in whose hand the writing the body 
of the papers writings marked respectively F & G or the signatures set 
and subscribed to each of the said two paper writings or either of them 
is or are written Saith that the body of the paper writing marked H is 
of the proper hand writing of one Goculchunder x and the 
signature Juggomohun Roy sakhim Langulparah is of the proper hand¬ 
writing of the said Juggomohun Roy Saith that he this deponent was 
not a subscribing witness to the execution of the said paper writing 
by the said Juggomohun Roy but that he was present when the said 
paper writing was written executed and attested Saith the names Sree 
Goculchunder Bose and Sree Kenoram ^Sircar set and subscribed as 
witnesses to the execution thereof are of their respective hand writing 
Saith that the said Goculchunder Bose is now living and that he this 
deponent doth not know whether the said Kenoram Bose is now living 
or dead. 

To the Twenty third Interrogatory this deponent saith that he is 
acquainted with the character of the hand writing of Juggomohun Roy 
who in his lifetime was the father of the Complainant in the title of 
these interrogatories named Saith that he hath seen him write on three 
different occasions twice in Calcutta on both which occasions he granted 
acknowledgments for sums of money which he had borrowed from 
the said Rammohun Roy and once at Sulkea in the garden of Rada- 
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mohun Bonnerjee when he executed the paper writing marked H and 
in the preceding twenty first interrogatory enquired after this deponent 
looking at the paper writings now produced and shown to him at this 
the time of his examination marked F G & H saith that the name Sree 
Juggomohun Roy sakim Langulparah set and subscribed as the execut¬ 
ing party to the exhibit H is of the proper handwriting of the said 
Juggomohun Roy and that no other part of any of the said three 
exhibits is of his the said Juggomohun Roys handwriting. 

To the Last Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth not 
know of any other matter or thing which may tend to the benefit or 
advantage of the defendant in this Cause. 




J. A % Simpson 
Examr. 


} 
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108. Deposition of Gooroopersaud Roy a witness produced on the part of 
Rammohun Roy. (Examined 1 October, 1818) 

Deposition of a Witness taken in the above Cause by the Examiner 

of this Court-Gooroopfcrsaud Roy of Simjah in Calcutta Zemindar 

aged forty seven years or thereabouts being produced as a witness on 
the part of the defendant in this Cause and a Note having been delivered 
to Mr. William Smith Attorney for the Complainant in this cause on the 
twenty eighth day of August one thousand eight hundred and eighteen 
of the name title and place of abode of the said Gooroopersaud Roy 
He the said Groopersaud Roy was afterwards on the said twenty eighth 
day of August one thousand eight hundred and eighteen Sworn and on 
the first day of October in the said year was Examined on the Interro¬ 
gatories filed by the said defendant on the twenty seventh day of 
August one thousand eight hundred and eighteen and Deposeth as 
follows—- 

To the First Interrogatory this deponent saith that he has no situa¬ 
tion or employment at present but that he subsists by the rents and 
profits of some Bermutter land which he has Saith that he was in the 
employ of Ramcaunt Roy the father of Juggomohun Roy and Ram¬ 
mohun Roy and Ramlochun Roy from the year one thousand two 
hundred and four to the year one thousand two hundred and seven 
Saith that on leaving the x Fiamcaunt Roy in one thousand two 
hundred and seven he this deponent farmed some land from the Rajah 
of Burdwan and which farm he held for about a year since which period 
he hath subsisted from the rents and profits of his said Bermutter land. 
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To the Second Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth 
know the Complainant and Defendant in the title of these interroga¬ 
tories named Saith that he hath known the said Complainant Govind- 
persand Roy from his the said Complainants childhood and that he 
hath known the said defendant Rammohun Roy from} his the said 
defendants childhood. 

To the Third Interrogatory this deponent saith that he did know 
one Ramcaunt Roy in his lifetime who was the father of the defendant 


in the title of these interrogatories named Saith that he was acquainted 
with the said Ramcaunt Roy from his this deponents own childhood 
and up to the time of the death of him the said Ramcaunt Roy Saith 
that the said) Ramcaunt Roy was the uncle of him this deponent by 
the fathers side and that he this deponent was on terms of great inti¬ 
macy} with, himi in his lifetime and that he this deponent lived in the 
house with the said Ramcaunt from) the time that he this deponent 
was about seventeen or eighteen years and that he still continues in 
the said house Saith that from, the time that he this deponent went to 
reside in the said house the said Ramcaunt Roy continued to reside 
in the same house to the Bengal year eleven hundred and ninety six 
when he the said Ramcaunt Roy removed to another house Saith that 
he had from being nearly related to the said Ramcaunt Roy and from 
being intimately acquainted with him and his family up to the time of 
his death the means of knowing the family and relations of the said 
Ramcaunt Roy Saith that when he this deponent first became acquaint¬ 
ed with Ramcaunt Roy the said Ramcaunt Roy had two 1 sons namely 
Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy and three wives Tarreenee Daby 
Rammoney Daby but that he doth not know the name of his eldest 
wife and five brothers Neimanund Roy the father of him this deponent 
Ramkissore Roy Gopeymohun Roy Ramram Roy and Bistnoram Roy 
Saith that when he this deponent first became acquainted with the 
said Ramcaunt Roy he was living in a village called Radanagore in the 
Pergunnah of Jahanabad in the Zillah of Burdwan then but now includ¬ 
ed in the Zillah of Hoogly Saith that at the time when he so became 
acquainted with the said Ramcaunt Roy all his said wives sons and 
brothers were living in the said house with him but that his said brothers 
were divided from him and from each other in food Estate and interest 
Saith that the said sons of the said Ramcaunt Roy formed an undivided 
family with him but that his brothers were divided as he this deponent 
hath already deposed Saith that he this deponent was informed by his 
said father Nimanund Roy that the said Radacaunt Roy and his said 
brothers had become divided many years previous to the birth of him 
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Inis deponent and that he this deponent hath after seen the papers 
which were drawn up and executed by the said Ramcaunt Roy and his 
said brothers at the time when such division or partition took place 
and which papers are now in the possession of him, this deponent Saith 
that he doth know of a partition or division having taken place in the 
Bengal' year one thousand two hundred and three between the said 
Ramcaunt Roy and his three sons Juggomohun Roy Rammohun Roy 
and Ramlochun Roy as to estate and property Saith that the said 
parties respectively took possession of such property as was 
allotted to them by such partition or division and the said 
Ramcaunt Roy retained and kept possession of the house at 
Burdwan about fifty or sixty biggahs of Bermutter lands partly situ¬ 
ated at Chunderconah partly in this Pergunnah of Jahanabad and partly 
at Boira as also the Pergunnah of Gualla Bhorne and Boorsut which he 
the said Ramcaunt Roy had in farm as also some Izarahs or farms 
which he held in farm from the Rajah of Burdwan the names and des¬ 
criptions of which he this deponent is not acquainted with Saith that 
the said Ramcaunt Roy kept possession of no personal property 
either in money or otherwise that he this deponent ever knew or heard 
of Saith that no change took place immediately after such division 
and partition in regard to the residence or manner of living of any of 
the members of the family of the said Ramcaunt Roy Saith that about 
six months after such division the said Ramlochun Roy removed to a 
house situate at Radanaghur and that the said Ramcaunt Roy Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy and Rammohun continued to live in the said house at 
Langulparah and continued united as to food Saith that about nine 
months after the said division the said defendant Rammohun Roy came 
to reside in Calcutta but that his wives continued to live and reside 
with his father Ramcaunt Roy at Langulparah and which they continued 
to do up to the time of the said Ramcaunt Roys death Saith that the 
said Juggomohun Roy continued to live and reside in the said house at 
Langulparah up to the time of his death in the Bengal year one thousand 
two hundred and eighteen Saith that the family of the said Ramcaunt 
Roy continued to live in the said house up to the time of the death of 
the saicj Ramcaunt Roy and now continue to live and reside in the 
same Saith that the said Ramcaunt Roy jafter such partition and division 
went occasionally to Burdwan on business and that on such occasions 
he lived and resided in the house at Burdwan which he had reserved 
for himself but that his family continued to live and reside at the house 
at Langulparah Saith that on the occasions when the said Ramcaunt 
Roy went to reside at the said house at Burdwan no part of his family 
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accompanied him, Saith that about three months previous to the death 
of the said Ramcanu-t Roy which took place in the month of Joistee in 
the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and ten the said Ramcaunt 
Roy went to reside at the said house in Burdwan where he died but 
that his family continued to live and reside at his house at Langulparah 
Saith after the said partition or division the said Ramcaunt Roy con¬ 
tinued to. hold possession of the farms of which he was in possession 
at the time of the said division or partition on his own account which 
he this deponent knows from, having been at Burdwan on several occa¬ 
sions when the said Ramcaunt Roy came there for the purpose of tran¬ 
sacting the business of the said farms which he always did in his own 
name Saith that the said Ramcaunt Roy did not at any time after said 
partition or division engage in any other business or employment to the 
knowledge of him, this deponent either on his own account or on account 
of himself jointly with any other person or persons whomsoever Saith that 
he doth know that the said Ramcaunt Roy kept books of accounts relat¬ 
ing to his dealings and transactions regarding the farms of which he: this 
deponent hath already spoken after the period of such partition or divi¬ 
sion but that he this deponent never looked into the said books of 
accounts ast to know how they were headed Saith that one Joyhurry 
Bose a sircar in the service of the said Ramcaunt Roy had the custody 
and charge of the said books during the lifetime of the said Ramcaunt 
Roy but that he this deponent doth not know who obtained possession 
of the said books after the death of the said Ramcaunt Roy Saith that 
he this deponent hath seen the said Ramcaunt Roy write in the said 
books and the said Joyhurry Bose and Bhobany Ghose: make entries 
in the same after the period of such partition but what those entries 
or writings were he this deponent doth not know nor doth he know 
whether the said Joyhurry Bose or Bhowanny Ghose are alive-or dead 
Saith that the said Ramcaunt Roy died at Burdwan in the Bengal year 
one thousand two hundred and ten which he this deponent know from 
having been present at the performance of his serhaud Saith that the 
said Ramcaunt Roy did not die possessed of any personal property 
whatsoever to the knowledge of his this deponent but that he died 
possessed of all the real property of which he stood possessed at the 
time of the said partition and division and of which he this deponent 
hath already spoken Saith that he this deponent doth not know the 
value of the real or immoveable properties of which the said Ramcaunt 
Roy died seized or possessed Saith that after the death of the said 
Ramcaunt Roy his widow Tarreeney Daby administered and took pos¬ 
session of all the real property which he died possessed of and which 
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e had retained to himself at the time of said partition and division and 
which she continues to do up to the present time but to what amounts in 
value the said real property was or is he this deponent doth not know 
Saith his means of knowing that the said Tarreeney Daby did itake 
possession of such property are from having seen the servants of the 
said Tarreeney Daby take possession of the same in her name and 
which servants are well known to him this deponent Saith that the said 
Juggomohun Roy after the death of the said Ramcaunt Roy did collect 
and receive a sum of money but how much he this deponent doth not 
know from one Kirtee Sing on a judgment in the Zillah Court which 
had been obtained by the said Ramcaunt Roy in his lifetime Saith that 
the said Juggomohun Roy also collected and received another sum of 
money but how much he this deponent doth not know from one Benod 
Sumadar on a like judgment which he this deponent knows from having 
heard the same from the said Juggomohun Roy but in what years or 
year the x Juggomohun Roy realised and received the said 
amount of the said two several judgments he this deponent was not 
informed nor by which authority he so collected and received the sum 
Saith that he doth not know of any other debt or debts sum or sum s of 
money that were due or owing to the said Ramcaunt Roy that were 
collected by any persons or person after his death Saith that the said 
Ramcaunt Roy did not at any time after such partition or division 
respecting which he hath been before interrogated reunite himself in 
Estate and Interest with any of the members of his family with whom 
such partition and division was made which he this deponent knows 
from having been, in the daily habit of seeing him Saith that if such 
reunion had taken place he this deponent must certainly have known 
of the same from his this deponents great intimacy with the said 
Ramcaunt Roy and his family. 


J. A. Simpson 
Examr. 
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(Sd) 


To the Fourth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he was 
acquainted with one Juggomohun Roy who was in his lifetime the father 
of the Complainant in the title of these/ interrogatories named Saith that 
he first became acquainted with the said Juggomohun Roy when he this 
deponent was about eight or nine years of age but in what year that 
was he this deponent doth not recollect Saith that he was acquainted 
with the concerns and dealings and manner of living of the said Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy from, the time that he this deponent first became acquainted 
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with him up to the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and seventeen 
Saith that lie was acquainted with the said Juggomohun Roy before 
the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and three Saith that the 
said Juggomohun Roy resided in the house at Langulparah until the 
month of Augraun in that year and where he continued to reside up to 
the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and seventeen Saith that the 
said Ramcaunt Roy and his wives and the wives of the defendant 
Rammohun Roy lived and resided with the said Juggomohun Roy in> 
the said house from the Bengal year one thousand two hundred jand 
three to the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and seventeen and 
together with him formed one undivided Hindoo family as to food but 
not as to property Saith that previous to the year one thousand two- 
hundred and three the said Juggomohun Roy his father the said Ram¬ 
caunt Roy and his brothers the said Rammohun Roy and Ramlochun 
Roy formed an undivided Hindoo family in every respect Saith that 
a partition or division did take place in the Bengal year one thousand 
two hundred and three Saith that the! said partition and division did 
occasion a change in the place of residence of the said Ramlochun Roy 
who constituted one of the members of such Hindoo family previous 
to such division Saith that the said Ramlochun Roy six months, after 
such division removed to a house at Radanaghur which had been 
allotted to him together with his mother and wife and that the other 
members of the family continued to live and reside in the house at 
Langulparah where such division had taken place Saith that the 
Talook of Hurryrampore the half of the dwelling house and land at 
Langulparah some other lands in the village of Langulparah some lands 
in the Pergunnah of Chetwa some other lands in the village of Kissena- 
ghur and some other lands in the village of Radanaghur were allotted 
to the said Juggomohun Roy on the occasion of such partition or divi¬ 
sion but whether any personal property was or was not allotted to the 
said Juggomohun Roy he this deponent doth not know nor doth he 
know the quantity of lands which were so allotted to him! under the said 
division Saith that the said Juggomohun Roy took possession of the 
said land and that he this deponent saw him take possession thereof 
Saith that one Roganaut Sircar and Nepaulchunder Roy both in the 
service of the said Juggomohun Roy received the rents and profits of 
the said landed properties respecting which h e this deponent hath been 
last interrogated after the period of such partition or division and during 
the lifetime and up to the time of the death of the said Juggomohun 
Roy and that he this deponent saw them collect the rents and profits 
of the said landed property from time to time Saith that 
19 
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te said Complainant Govindpersaud Roy is now in the possession 
of the real property which was so allotted to the said Juggomiohun Roy 
at the time of such partition or division save and except the Talook of 
Hurryrampore which was sold by Government for arrears of Revenue in 
the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and seven or one thousand 
two hundred and eight Saith that the circumstances of the said sale was 
communicated to him this deponent by the said Juggomohun Roy 
during his lifetime exclusive of which he this deponent hath seen all 
the other lands in the possession of the said Juggomohun Roy in his 
lifetime and of the said Govindpersaud Roy after his death Saith that 
he was not present when the said Govindpersaud Roy took possession 
of the said landed property but he believes that he took possession 
thereof„ as heir to his father Saith that no part of the said property 
which was so allotted to the said Juggomohun Roy at the time of such 
partition or division was at any time during the lifetime of the said 
Juggomohun Roy sold to any persons or person whatever by him 01 
exchanged for ( any other landed property save and except the Talook 
of Hurryrampore which was sold by Government for arrears of revenue 
Saith that the said Juggomohun Roy did after the period of such parti¬ 


tion or division and up tp the time of his death continue to live and 
reside at the house at Langulparah Saith that the said Juggomohun Roy 
after such division and partition employed himself in the collection of 
the rents and profits of his landed Estate but did not enter into or 
engage in any dealings or transactions of any kind or description what¬ 
ever either solely for himself or jointly with any other persons or person 
whomsoever Saith that the said Juggomohun Roy kept books of 
accounts relating to his Zemindary transactions which books were 
written by the said Rogonaut Sircar and that the said books and accounts 
were in the custody of the said Rogonaut Sircar during the lifetime of the 
said Ramcaunt Roy and Juggomohun Roy Saith that the said Rogonaut 
Sircar kept the said books and wrote the entries therein from the time 


of the said partition and division and up to the time of the death of 
the said Ramcaunt Roy and Juggomohun Roy respectively Saith that 
he this deponent saw the said Rogonaut Sircar make entries in the said 
books froml time to time during the said period Saith that the said Rogo¬ 
naut Sircar is dead and that het died in the Bengal ye.ar one thousand two 
hundred and twenty two in the viallge! of Kissenaghur in the neighbour¬ 
hood of Langulparah Saith that he this deponent was present when the 
said Rogonaut Sircar died Saith that the said juggomohun Roy died in the 
month of Chait in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and eigh¬ 
teen at the said house at Langulparah which he this deponent knows 
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from having been present at his serhaud Saith that the said Juggomohun 
Roy died possessed of about 400 biggahs of aimah lands in the Per- 
gunnah of Boorsut which he had acquired during his lifetime as like¬ 
wise of the landed property which had been allotted to him by the said 
partition or division save and except the Talook of Hurryrarnpare 
Saith that he this deponent doth not know the amount in value of the 
landed property of which the said Juggomohun Roy died possessed or 
whether he died possessed of any personal landed property or no Saith 
that his son administered to and took possession of all the real pro¬ 
perty of which the said Juggomohun Roy died possessed at the time 
of his death but to what amount he doth not know* Saith that the said 
Juggomohun Roy was during his lifetime and after the period of siicK 
partition or division in straightened circumstances as to money which 
he this deponent knows from* having been in the constant habit of 
seeing the said Juggomohun Roy and being acquainted with his affairs 
Saith that the said Juggomohun Roy was during the latter period of his 
life in Gaol for debt for a period of two and a half years and that he 
this deponent heard from, the said Juggomohun Roy after he had been 
released from his confinement that he had entered into an agreement 
to i pay the said debt for which he had been so put in Gaol by Instal¬ 
ments Saith he doth not know nor hath he any reason to believe that 
the said Juggomohun Roy ever did at any time after the period of such 
partition or division enter into any concern or joint dealings or tran¬ 
sactions of any kind or description either with his brother the defendant 
in the title of these interrogatories named or with his father the said 
Ramcaunt Roy Saith that he this deponent forgot to mention that the 
said Juggomohun Roy had during his lifetime purchased the Talook of 
Mirzamaree for the sum. of 650 rupees but which was sold by Govern¬ 
ment for arrears of revenue before his death Saith that he doth on his 
oath believe that if the said Juggomohun Roy and the said defendant 
and their father the said Ramcaunt Roy had carried on any joint 
dealings or transactions the same could not have been carried on 
without his this deponents being acquainted therewith as this deponent 
was in the daily habits of seeing the said Juggomohun Roy Ramrnphun 
Roy and Ramcaunt Roy and was acquainted with their dealings and 
transactions Saith that he doth not know nor hath he any reason to 
believe that the said Juggomohun Roy did after the period of such 
partition and division reunite himself with respect to estate and interest 
with all or any or either of the members of his family with whom such 
partition! or division had been so made and that he this deponent ever 
after the said partition and division saw the said Juggomohun Roy tran- 
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sact business in his own exclusive name and on his own exclusive 
account Saith that he hath every reason to believe that the said Juggo- 
mohun Roy never did x in any manner as to interest and pro¬ 
perty with any of the members or member of the said family after such 
partition or division and that if such reunion had taken place he this 
deponent must have known the same. 

To the Fifth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he hath had no 
opportunity or means of knowing the circumstances concerns dealings 
and transactions of the defendant in the title of these interrogatories 
named either before or since the Bengal year one thousand two hun¬ 
dred and three or since that period Saith that he doth know of a parti¬ 
tion. or division of family or ancestorial property which took place in 
the month of Augrun in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred 
and three between the said defendant and his father and brothers 
Saith that by the said partition and division the half of the said house 
at Langulparah was allotted to the said defendant Saith that about 75 
biggahs of land at Poorinda Chuck in Ghunderconn.ah were# also allotted 
to him( likewise about 25 biggahs of land at the village of Langulparah 
some lands at the village of Kishenagur but what quantity of land he 
this deponent doth not know also sorrxe land at a village called Chuck 
bedoo but of what quantity he doth not know also a dwelling house in 
Calcutta as he this deponent believes at Jooroosackoo Saith that he 
doth not know of any other property either real or personal which was 
allotted to the said Rammohun Roy by the said division or partition 
Saith that after such partition and division the said Rammohun Roy 
took possession of such property which was so allotted to him and that 
he is now in the possession thereof which he this deponent knows from 
having seen Juggernaut Mozumdar the Naib of the said defendant grant 
Pottahs and receipts in the name of the said defendant Saith that he 
knows that the said Juggernaut Mozumdar was the naib of the said 
defendant from having heard the said defendant say that he was and 
from having seen letters in the defendants handwriting in the possession 
of the said Juggernaut Mozumdar directing him on the subject of his 
duty Saith that he did know one Ramcaunt Roy who in his lifetime was 
the father of the said defendant and one Juggomohun Roy who in his 
lifetime was one of the brothers of the said defendant and that they 
the said Ram,caunt Roy and Juggomohun Roy never did at any time 
after the period of such partition or division interfere with the possession 
or management of the landed property or of any part or parcel thereof 
which was so allotted to the said ^defendant at the time of such parti¬ 
tion or division which he this deponent knows from having seen the 
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said Juggernaut Mozumdar manage and transact the affairs and busi¬ 
ness of the said Rammohun Roy and from never having seen the said 
Ramcaunt Roy and Juggomohun Roy or either of them ever in any 
instance interfere or meddle with any transaction regarding any thing 
which belonged to the said Rammohun Roy which if they had done he 
this deponent x believes that the same must have come to his 
knowledge Saith that he doth know that the said Juggomohun Roy and 
Ramjlochun Roy took possession of the other parcels of landed property 
which on the occasion of the said partition were respectively allotted 
to them Saith that the said defendant never did at any time after such 
partition interfere in any manner with the possession or management of 
all or any part of the landed property which had been so allotted to 
the other members of the said persons under thei said partition and 
division Saith that the said defendant could not have interfered with 
the said possession and management of the property which had been 
so allotted to the other members of the family without the knowledge 
and privity of him this deponent as he this deponent was well acquaint¬ 
ed with their respective dealings and transactions and that he never 
knew an instance in which the said defendant so interfered. 

To the Sixth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth know 
that the defendant in the title of these interrogatories named did be¬ 
fore and aty the tinxe of the said partition and division and after the 

said partition, and division and up to the Bengally year one thousand 

two hundred and twenty three lived and resided at the 9aid house at 

Langulparah Saith that in the year one thousand two hundred and 

twenty three the said defendant removed himself and family to a house 
at Rogonauthpore where his family hath since lived and resided Saith 
that he doth not of his own knowledge know how the said defendant 
employed himself after the said partition or division but hath heard 
that he entered into the employment of one Mr. Woodford and of 
somje other gentleman but what was the nature of his employment he 
doth not know nor doth he know whether the said Rammohun Roy 
entered into such service and employment for his own exclusive benefit 
or jointly with any other persons or person Saith that he this deponent 
doth not know of any transactions or dealings of any kind or desreiption 
which the defendant carried on at any time after the said partition 
and division either on his separate and exclusive account or on account 
of himself jointly with any other persons or person whomsoever Saith 
that from and after such partition and division the said defendant 
Rammohun hath been mostly absent from his family house at* Langul¬ 
parah from which he this deponent is very little acquainted with the 
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transactions and dealings of the said Rammohun Roy subsequent to the 
said partition and division Saith that he doth not know whether the 
said defendant kept any books or accounts relating to any dealings or 
transactions which he may have carried on jointly or separately after 
this period of such partition or division but that h e this deponent hath 
never seen or heard of any such books of accounts. 

To the Seventh Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth 
know of a certain Falook called or known by the name of Govindpore 
in the Pergunnah of Jahanabad in the Zillah of Burdwan Saith that he 
doth not know of his own knowledge but hath heard from one Gunga- 
dhur Ghose that the said Gungadhar Ghose had sold the said Talook 
to the said defendant Saith that he heard the same from, the said 
Gungadhur Ghose in the year one thousand two hundred and six that 
he had sold the said Talook in that year to the said defendant Saith 
that he heard no particulars respecting the same in which the said Talook 
was purchased nor doth he know the name in which the same was 
purchased Saith that he doth not know nor hath he heard with whose 
funds or monies or on whose account the said Talook was purchased 
other than what he this deponent hath already said. 

To the Eighth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth know 
of a certain Talook situate and beins^in the Pergunnah of Chunder- 
conah in the Zillah of Burdwan and called or known by the name of 
Rammesserpore Saith that he doth not know but that he hath heard 
from one Ramtonoo Roy that he the said Ramtonoo Roy had sold the 
said last mentioned Talook to the said defendant in the title of these 
interrogatories named in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred 
and six Saith that he further heard from the said Ramtonoo 
Roy that the said purchase was made by the said Rammohun Roy in 
his own name Saith that he doth not know with whose funds or monies 
or on whose account the same was purchased but that he doth know 
that the same is now in the possession of the said Rammohun Roy. 

J. A. Simpson j (Sd) 

Lxamt. j 

To the Thirteenth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth 
know who is now in possession of the Talooks called Govindpore and 
Rammesserpore in the seventh and eighth interrogatories mentioned 
Saith that the defendant Rammohun Roy is now in the possession 
thereof and hath been in such possession ever since the Bengal year 
one thousand two hundred and six Saith that the said Talooks have 
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been under the management of one Rajiblochun Roy from the said 
Bengal year one thousand two hundred and six up to the present time 
and that he had had such management as subracar or Manager for the 
said defendant Rammohun Roy which he this deponent knows from 
having seen the said Rajiblochun Roy render accounts for these fifteen 
or sixteen years last past x Juggernaut Mozumclar a Naib on be¬ 
half of the said defendant Saith that he never knew the said Talooks in 
the possession or management or possession of any other person than the 
said Rajiblochun Roy Saith that he did not know the said Talooks 
previous to the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and six and that 
the said Rajiblochun Roy hath ever since that passed hand and now 
has the possession of the said Talooks as Naib subracar or manager for 
and on account of the said Rammohun Roy Saith that he doth know that 
a son was) born to the defendant in the title of these interrogatories 
named in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and seven but 
that he doth not know of any transfer that was ever made of the said 
Talooks from, the possession or management of the said Rajiblochun 
Roy to the possession or management of any other person or persons 
either before or after the birth of such son. 

To the Sixteenth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth 
know a certain Putteney Talook situate in the Fergunnah of Jahanabad 
in the Zillah of Burdwan called Kissenaghur and also a certain other 
Putteney 1 alook situate in the same Pergunnah and Zillah called 
Beerlook and also a certain other Putteney Talook situate in the Per¬ 
gunnah of Bograh in the Zillah aforesaid and called Nangulparah and 
also a certain other Putteney Talook situate in the Pergunnah of Boorsut 
in the Zillah aforesaid called Serampore also a certain upper roomed 
garden house situate at Simlah in the Town of Calcutta which formerly 
belonged to one Francis Mendes which Talooks and house respectively 
are in the possession of the defendant in the title of these interrogatories 
named and that he this deponent hath seen the same in the possession 
of the said defendant Saith that he doth not know with whose funds 
or rn;onies the said Talooks and houses were purchased or x pur¬ 
chased them] or any or either of them Saith that he doth not know, of 
any upper roomed house and ground thereto belonging which did at 
any time belong to one Elizabeth Fenwick or that such a house is now 
in the possession of the defendant. 

To the Eighteenth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth 
know a certain piece or parcel of ground situate at Rogonautpore in 
the Pergunnah of Jahanabad in the Zillah of Burdwan containing about 
sixteen biggahs of ground Saith that a part of the same hath been 
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werted into a garden by Juggernaut Mozumdar the Naib of the 
defendant in the title of these interrogatories named and on another 
part thereof a house hath been erected by the said juggernaut Mozumdar 
naib of the said defendant for and on account of the defendant where the 
family of the said defendant hath lived and resided ever since the 
Bengally year one thousand two hundred and twenty three Saith that 
the said piece or parcel of ground was not allotted to the said defen¬ 
dant Rammohun Roy at the time of the said division and partition 
between the said defendant and his father and brothers Saith that the 
said piece or parcel of ground was not in the possession of any persons 
or person from the time of the said partition until the said house was 
built thereon until the said garden was formed Saith that he believes 
that th^ said land then belonged to the Sircar or lord of the soil whom 
he this deponent believes was the Rajah of Burdwan Saith that he doth 
not of his own knowledge know but believes that thei said house was 
built and garden formed and made with the funds and at the expence 
of the said defendant Rammohun Roy and which belief is founded on 
the said Juggernaut Mozumdar superentending the building of the said 
house and the forming of the said garden, and from their having been 
afterwards taken possession of and the said house inhabited by the 
family of the said defendant Saith that the forming of the said garden 
was commenecd in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and 
twenty one x x x completed in the Bengal year one 
thousand two hundred and twenty two Saith that thei building of 
the house was commenced in the Bengal year one thousand two hun¬ 
dred and twenty two and during that year there were buildings erected 
so as to accomodate the family of the said Rammohun Roy Saith that 
additions to the said buildings have been constantly making from time 
to time and that there are now some additional building making there 
Saith that the family of the said Rammohun Roy have since the month 
of Maugh in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and twenty 
three been in the occupation of the said hquse and garden and are 
now in the possession thereof and that the said defendant Rammohun 
Roy hath visited them once during that period. 

To the Nineteenth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth 
know that on the death of the said Juggomohun Roy the father of the 
Complainant in the title of these interrogatories named he the said 
Complainant took possession of the Estate rights effects and credits 
of the said Juggomohun Roy Saith that he saw the said defendant after 
the death of his said father in the possession of the said landed property 
which had belonged to him during his lifetime and at the time of his 
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death Saith that he hath seen the said Complainant from time to time 
collect the rents issues and profits of the said landed Estate: but that 
he this deponent doth not recollect particularly in receiving or collecting 
xxx said Complainant having done any act towards 
recovery or in any other manner administering to the personal estate 
or property of his said father or of his ever collecting in any of the debts 
which may have been due to his said father Saith that he hath heard 
from the said Complainant that he the said Complainant had settled 
with Government for the arrears of revenue which had been due from 
his said father during his lifetime. 

To the x Interrogatory this deponent saith that x 
with the character and manner of handwriting of the said Juggomohun 
Roy who* in his lifetime was the father of the Complainant in the title 
of these interrogatories named Saith that he hath often seen the said 
Juggomohun Roy write. This deponent looking at the several paper 
writing now produced and shown to him at this the time of his exami¬ 
nation and respectively marked with the letters F G 6c H and at the 
signatures which appear set and subscribed thereto respectively saith 
that the whole of the paper writing marked with the letter F excepting 
the writing x in the English language and character is of the 
proper handwriting of the said Juggomohun Roy Saith that the whole 
of the body of the paper writing marked with the letter G is x 
Juggomohun Roy set and subscribed thereto as the parties executing the 
same is of the proper handwriting of the said Juggomohun Roy Saith 
that he doth, not know in whose handwriting the names Sree Juggernaut 
Mozumdar and Sree Jushadhar Nundan Ghose which appear set and 
subscribed as witnesses to the execution thereof are or is Saith that he 
doth not know in whose handwriting the body of the paper writing 
marked with the letter x x the names xxx Doss 
which x set and subscribed thereto as the witnesses to the exe¬ 
cution thereof or any or either of them are or is x x the name 
Sree Juggomohun Roy which appears set and subscribed thereto as the 
party executing the same is of the proper handwriting of the said Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy, Saith that he was not present at the execution of all or 
any of x x x the said paper writings were executed 
by the x Juggomohun Roy, 

Fo the Twenty third Interrogatory this deponent saith that he was 
acquainted with the character and manner of handwriting of Juggo- 
mohum Roy who in his lifetime was the father of the Complainant in 
the title of these interrogatories named Saith that he hath often seen 
the said Juggomohun Roy write and that he thereby became acquaint- 
20 


misr^ 


RAJA RAMMOHUN ROY 



ed with his handwriting this deponent looking at the paper writings 
now produced and shown to him at this the time of his examination 
marked with the letters F C & H saith the the said paper writings 
marked G & H were both respectively signed by the said Juggomohun 
Roy and that the body of the said paper writing marked G is also, of 
his handwriting the names Sree Juggernaut Mozumdar and Sree Jussu- 
dhur Nundan Chose set and subscribed to the paper writing marked 
G as attesting witness thereof are not of the handwriting of Juggomohun 
Roy and that he doth not know in whose handwriting x x x 
he does not know in whose handwriting the body off the exhibit H is 
or the subscribing witnesses whose names are thereto subscribed Saith 
that the whole of the paper writing parked F is in the proper hand- 
writing of the said Juggomohun Roy, 

1 o the Last Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth not 
know any other matter or thing which may tend to the benefit or ad¬ 
vantage of the defendant in the title of these interrogatories named. 

J. A. Simpson ) 

Examr. } < Sd ) *1* 


109. Deposition of (Vtanikram Mukerjee a witness produced on the part 
of Rammohun Roy. (Examined 10 February 1819) 

Deposition of a Witness taken in the above Cause by the Examiner 
of this Court— 

Maunickram Mookerjee of Maunicktollah in Calcutta Mooktear 
aged fifty eight years or thereabouts being produced a s a witness on 
the part of the defendant in this cause and a note having 
been delivered to Mr. William Smith Attorney for the Complainant 
in this Cause on the third day of February one thousand eight hundred 
and nineteen, of the name title and place of abode of the said Maunick¬ 
ram, Mookerjee He the said Maunickram Mookerjee was afterwards on 
the said third day of February one thousand eight hundred and nineteen 
sworn and on the tenth day of February in the said year was Examined 
on the Interrogatories filed by the said defendant on the twenty seventh 
day of August one thousand eight hundred and eighteen and Deposetli 
as follows— 

To the First Interrogatory this, deponent saith that he is a Mooktear 
in the service of one Ojoodah Loll 1 Gosain and has some Bermutter land 
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of his own property by the rents and profits whereof 
such Mooktear he subsists Saith that he this deponent 



and his salary as 
hath been in the 


said service for forty years last past. 

To the Second Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth not 
know Govindpersaud Roy the Complainant in this Interrogatory named 
but doth know Rammohun Roy the defendant in the title of these 
interrogatories named and hath known him for the last twenty five or 
twenty six years. 

To the Ninth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he> doth not 
know that the defendant in the title of these interrogatories named was 
in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and six or at any other 
time aboutj to proceed to Patna Benares or to any other province or 
provinces remote from Calcutta Saith that he doth know that in the 
Bengal year one thousand two hundred and six the defendant Ram¬ 
mohun Roy executed a Cowallah or Bill of Sale in the Persian language 
and character to one Rajiblochun Roy whereby he conveyed to him 
the said Rajiblochun Roy two villages called Govindpore and Rammes- 
serpore to which instrument he this deponent became a subscribing 
witness at the time of the execution thereof Saith that at the time of 


the execution thereof the said Rammohun Roy said in the presence of 
this deponent that he had in consideration of having received 
the amount of the purchase money of the said two villages 
executed the said Co wallah. 3TKis deponent looking at the 
paper writing in the Persian language and character now produced 
and shown to him at this the time of his examination and marked with 


the letter A and purporting to be a Cowallah or Bill of Sale executed 
by the said defendant Rammohun Roy to one Rajiblochun Roy saith 
that his this deponents name is set and subscribed to the same as a 
witness attesting the execution thereof Saith that his said name and 
signature subscribed to the said Cowallah or Bill of Sale is of this depo¬ 
nents own proper handwriting Saith that he this deponent saw the 
said paper writing marked with the letter A executed by the defendant 
Rammohun Roy by his subscribing his name thereto Saith that he the 
deponent saw no money paid at the time of the execution of the said 
paper writing but heard the defendant Rammohun Roy say x x 
x four thousand and one rupees as the consideration money 
for executing this Bill of Sale or Cowallah Saith that he this deponent 
doth not of his own knowledge know whether or not the property in the 
said instrument mentioned or any part thereof was at any time after 
the execution, of the said Bill of Sale managed or possessed by the said 
Rajiblochun Roy Saith that he this deponent doth not know who col- 
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received the rents and profits of the property on the said 
mentioned at any time subsequent to the execution thereof . 


D. Heming 
Examiner 


(Sd) 


110. Deposition of Ramtonoo Roy a witness produced on the part of Ram- 
mchun Roy. (Examined March, 1819) 

Deposition of a Witness taken in the above Cause by the 
Examiner of this Court.— 

Ramtonoo Roy of Monicktollah in Calcutta Dewan aged thirty 
eight years or thereabouts being produced as a witness on the part of 
the Defendant in this cause and a note having been delivered to Mr. 
William} Smith Attorney for the Complainant in this cause on the six¬ 
teenth day of March one thousand eight hundred and nineteen of name 
title.and place of abode of the said Ramtonoo Roy He the said 
Ramtonoo Roy was afterwards on the said sixteenth day of March one 
thousand eight, hundred and nineteen sworn and x x x 
year was Examined on the Interrogatories filed by the said Defendant 
on the twenty seventh day of August one thousand eight hundred and 
eighteen and Deposeth as follows— 

To the First Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he was the 
Dewan to the Salt Agent at Tumlook which situation he resigned on 
the twenty third of February last Saith that he maintains himself by 
the rents and profits of his real estate and the interest of his immoveable 
estate Saith that he was in the situation of Dewan at x for about 
one year previous to which he was employed as Naib Dewan to the 
said Salt Agent for about x and during that period he was 
employed as Peishcar also. 

To the Second Interrogatory this deponent saith that he knows the 
Complainant and the Defendant in the title of these interrogatories 
named Saith that he hath known the Complainant Govindpersaud Roy 
from his birth and that he hath known the Defendant Rammohun Roy 
from his this deponents childhood. 

To the Third Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he did know 
one Ramcaunt Roy who in his lifetime was the father of the Defendant 
in the title of these interrogatories named Saith that he knew the said 
Ramcaunt Roy from his this deponents infancy up to the time of the 
Death of him the said Ramcaunt Roy Saith that the said Ramcaunt Roy 
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was the uncle of him this deponent and that he this deponent was inti¬ 
mately acquainted with the said Ramcaunt Roy Saith that he this depo¬ 
nent lived in the same homestead with the said Ramcaunt Roy and by 
reason thereof had every means of knowing the relations and family 
of the said Ramcaunt Roy Saith that the said Ramcaunt Roy had 
three sons three wives and six brothers x this deponent first became 
acquainted with him x that his eldest son was named Juggomohun 
Roy who x his father Saith that his second son was named 

Rammohun Roy who is the Defendant in this suit Saith that 
his third son was named Ramlochun Roy who died after the 
death of his father Saith that his eldest wife was named Soobhodra 
Daby who died after her husband Saith that his other two wives were 
named Tarreney Daby and Rammoney Daby who are still living Saith 
that the eldest brother of the said Ramcaunt Roy was named Neema- 
naund Roy who is dead and died about two years ago Saith that 
his second brother was named Ramkissore Roy who is also 
dead and died about five years Saith that his third brother was 
named Radamohun Roy who died many years ago and before this 
deponent hath any recollection Saith that his fourth brother was named 
Gopeymohun Roy who is also dead and died in the Bengal year one 
thousand two hundred and x Saith that his fifth brother was 
named Ramram Roy who is dead and died many years ago and before 
he this deponent can recollect Saith his sixth and youngest brother was 
namied Bistoram Roy who is also dead and died a little more than a 
year ago Saith that the said Ramcaunt Roy lived and resided in the 
village of Radanagore in the Pergunnah of Jahanabad then in the Zillah 
of Burdwan but now in the Zillah of Hooghly where he this deponent 
first knew him Saith that at that time his brothers Neemammd Roy Ram r 
kissore Roy Gopeymohun Roy and Bistoram Roy and the descendants 
of his brother Radamohun. Roy and his brother Ramram Roy 
lived and resided in the same homestead but that they did 
not constitute an undivided Hindoo family with him in any 
respect Saith he doth not of his own knowledge* know of 
any partition or division that took place at any time between the said 
Ramcaunt Roy and the other members of his family but that he hath 
heard from, the said Ramcaunt Roy and his brothers and their descen¬ 
dants as also from his this deponents father Gopeymohun Roy that a 
partition had taken place between the said Ramcaunt Roy and his 
brothers in respect of food and property both real and personal and 
that all the parties to the said division took possession of the respective 
shares so allotted to them and that the said Ramcaunt Roy also main- 
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and kept possession of such property after such partition and 
division Saith that he this deponent doth not recollect the partition and 
consequently cannot say what change took place after it but that from 
the time that he this deponent can recollect the said Ramcaunt Roy he the 
said Ramcaunt Roy lived separate and apart from his brothers as to 
food and property Saith that he this deponent understood that the said 
partition and division took place in the said house in which the said 
Ramcaunt Roy was living when he this deponent first knew him where 
he continued to live until the Bengal year one thousand one hundred 
and ninety eight but how long that was after the said partition and 
division he this deponent doth not know Saith that the said Ramcaunt 
Roy was accompanied by his three wives and his three sons when he 
so removed from the said house at Radanagore and when he went to 
reside at Langulparah Saith that when the said Ramcaunt Roy so re¬ 
moved to Langulparah his brothers together with their descendants 
continued to live and reside at the said house at Radanaghur Saith that 
the said Ramcaunt Roy continued to live and reside at the said house 
at Langulparah up to the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and 
three when he the said Ramcaunt Roy made a division of his pro¬ 
perty between his three sons reserving a part for himself and personally 
removed to the Town of Burdwan at which place he died in the Bengal 
year one thousand two hundred and ten Saith that th e said Ramcaunt 
Roy continued to manage the affairs and concerns of such part of his 
properly as he had reserved to himself up to the time of his death ex¬ 
clusively on his own account but that he entered into no transactions 
jointly with any other persons of person whomsoever Saith that from 
the time when he this deponent first recollects the said Ramcaunt Roy 
up to the time of his death the said Ramcaunt Roy never carried on any 
business jointly with any person or persons whomsoever Saith that he doth 
know that the said Ramcaunt Roy kept books of accounts relating to- his 
own dealings and transactions which he so carried on separately on his 
own account from the time that he this deponent first knew him up to the 
period of his death Saith that such books and accounts were always 
kept in custody and possession of Joyhurry Bose and Rogunath Sircar 
during the lifetime of the said Ramcaunt Roy but that he this deponent 
doth not know who obtained possession of the same after the death of 
the said Ramcaunt Roy Saith that the said Rogonaut Sircar and Joyhurry 
Bose generally kept the said books and accounts and wrote the entries 
in them during the period of which he this deponent hath last spoken 
but that other persons also wrote, in the said books when he this de¬ 
ponent doth not now recollect Saith that he this deponent hath heard 




miST/fy 



SELECTIONS FROM OFFICIAL LETTERS AND DOCUMENTS 


and believes that both the said Joyhurry Bose and Rogonaut Sircar are 
now dead but where or when they died respectively he this deponent 
hath not heard nor doth he know Saith that the said Ramcaunt Roy 
died at Burdwan in the month of Joistee in the Bengal year one thousand 
two hundred and ten Saith that he this deponent was not present when 
the said Ramcaunt Roy died but hath heard from them who were 
present that the said Ramcaunt Roy died possessed of no personal 
property whatever Saith that the said Ramcaunt Roy died possessed of 
a dwelling house at Burdwan worth about seven or eight thousand 
rupees and some Lackeraj and Bermutter lands the value of which he 
this deponent doth not know Saith that he held in farm some lands 
from the Rajah of Burdwan which were resumed by the Rajah imme¬ 
diately on his death Saith that he had some judgment debts under 
Decrees of the Ziilah Courts at Hooghly and Burdwan but that he doth 
not know what were the amount of the same Saith that the said Ram¬ 
caunt Roy at the time of his death was considerably indebted to the 
Rajah of Burdwan who took possession of the said house of the said 
Ramicaunt Roy at Burdwan as a security for his own debt Saith that his 
Lackeraj and Bermutter lands were left by him for the service of a 
certain deity to which service it was applied immediately after his 
death by his widow Tarreney Daby Saith that immediately after his 
death the said debts under the said decrees been claimed by his eldest 
son Juggomohun Roy as hi$ eldest son and representative who realized 
a part of them! but to what amount he this deponent doth not know 
Saith that he doth not know of any bond note or other security for 
money which was belonging to the said Ramcaunt Roy at the time of 
his death Saith that he this deponent doth not know when the partition 
and division in food and property between the said Ramcaunt Roy 
and hia brothers took place but that from the time when he this de¬ 
ponent first knew the said Ramcaunt Roy he was divided and separate 
from his brothers in food and property and continued so separate and 
divided up to the time of his death Saith that from the time that he 
the said Ramcaunt Roy divided his property among his sons he con¬ 
tinued separate and apart from them as to property and food up to 
the time of hu* death and that he never reunited with them. Saith that if 
the said Ramcaunt Roy had ever reunited either with his brothers or 
his sons he this deponent would certainly have known of it from his 
intimacy with the said Ramcaunt Roy and his family from a knowledge 
of his dealings and transactions and from his knowledge and intimacy 
with his brothers and their respective families. 

To the Fourth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he. was 
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acquainted with one Juggomohun Roy who in his lifetime was the 
father of the Complainant Govindpersaud Roy in the title of these in¬ 
terrogatories named Saith that he knew the said Juggomohun Roy 
from his this deponents infancy and that he was acquainted with the 
concerns dealings and manner of living of the said Juggomohun Roy 
from the time when he this deponent first knew the said Juggomohun 
Roy up to the time of his death Saith that the said Juggomohun Roy 
lived and resided in the month of Augran in the Bengal year one thousand 
two hundred and three at the house at Langulparali Saith that his three 
wives and his two brothers Ramlochun Roy and Rammohun Roy 
in the month of Augraun in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred 
and three lived and resided in the same house at Langulparah and then 
formed a joint and undivided Hindoo family Saith that in the said month 
of Augfun in the year one thousand two hundred and three a partition 
and division took place between the said Juggomohun Roy and his 
brothers and father Saith that on this partition and division taking place 
the said Juggomohun Roy and the said Rammohun Roy with their 
respective families continued to live and reside at the said house at 
Langulparah between whom the said house was allotted on the said 
division and partition being made Saith that the share of the said 
Ramcaunt Roy in the hduse at Radanaghur was allotted by him to 
Ramlochun Roy who shortly after such partition and division removed 
thereto with his family Saith that the said Juggomohun Roy had allotted 
to him on the said partition and division a share in the said house at 
Langulparah some land situate in different villages but with the quantity 
or particular of which he this deponent is not acquainted and a Talook 
named Hurerampore then in the Zillah of Hooghly but now in the 
Zillah of Midnapore Saith that he doth not know of any personal pro¬ 
perty which was allotted to the said Juggomohun Roy on such partition 
or division but he believes there was no personal property allotted to 
him or to the other brothers on that occasion Saith that he doth know 
that the said Juggomohun Roy both by himself and through his servants 
took possession of such landed property so allotted to him, on such 
partition and division immediately after and continued to enjoy the 
rents and profits thereof up to the time of his death Saith that his Naib 
Runjeet Roy and a Mohurrir of the name of Nepaul Roy and several 
other persons whose names he this deponent doth not now recollect 
received the rents and profits of such land for and on account of the 
said Juggomohun Roy and immediately after the date of such partition 
and division up to the time of his death which he this deponent knows 
from having seen them from time to time collect such rents and pay 
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the same to the said Juggomohun Roy Saith that the said Talook of 
Hurerampore was sold in his lifetime on account of arrears of revenue 
and was purchased and is now in the possession of Rajah Moulalkhar 
of Midnapore Saith that the rent of the lands and the share of the house 
at Langulparah are now in the possession of the Complainant Govind- 
persaud Roy the son of the said Juggomohun Roy Saith that he doth 
not know of any lands which were exchanged for any other land by 
the said Juggomohun Roy in his lifetime or by his son after his death 
Saith that the said Juggomohun Roy purchased some aymah lands but 
which he sold in his lifetime Saith that he doth not know of any lands 
which had been allotted to Juggomohun Roy which were sold by him 
in his lifetime other than the Talook of Hurerampore which was sold 
in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and eight Saith that the 
said Talook paid an annual rent to Government of thirty thousand 
rupees over and above which it yielded an annual profit of about four 
thousand rupees Saith that the said Juggomohun Roy lived and resided 
at the said house at Langulparah from the time of such partition and 
division up to the time of his death Saith that after the date of such 
partition and division the said Juggomohun Roy employed himself in 
managing the landed property which had been so allotted to him 
Saith that he this deponent doth not know of his having entered into 
any other dealings and transactions of any description either on his 
own account or jointly with any other persons or person whomsoever 
Saith that he doth know that the said Juggomohun Roy kept books and 
accounts relating to his said Zemindary solely and separately on his 
own account from the time of such partition up to the time of his 
death Saith that the said books and accounts were during the lifetime of 
the said Ramcaunt Roy and Juggomohun Roy respectively kept by the 
said Runjeet Roy and Nepaul Roy servants of the said Juggomohun 
Roy who together with other servants of the said Juggomohun Roy 
wrote the entries in the said books and accounts during the lifetime of 
the said Ramcaunt Roy and Juggomohun Roy and up to the time of 
their respective deaths Saith that the said Runjeet Roy and Nepaul 
Roy are both dead as he this deponent hath heard and believes but 
when and where they died he this deponent doth not recollect ever to 
have heard Saith that the said juggomohun Roy died about five or six 
years ago at the said house at Langulparah and that he died possessed 
of the landed property which had been allotted to him excepting 
Hurerampore as also* of some money but how much he doth not know 
and some household property the value whereof he this deponent doth 
not know( Saith that he hath heard that his son the Complainant took 
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possession of all his property but that as he hath not been at LangulparaK 
since the death of the said Juggomohun Roy he doth not know that 
fact of his own knowledge Saith that he doth know that after the sale 
of Hurerampore and up to the time of the death of the said 
Juggomohun Roy was not in easy circumstances Saith that 
the rents and profits of his real property after the sale of 
Hurerampore barely enabled him to subsist Saith that he knows the 
sam,e from having seen the said Juggomohun Roy living in indigent 
circumstances Saith that he doth not know nor hath he any reason to 
believe that the said Juggomohun. Roy was at any time after the period 
of such partition or division concerned in any joint dealings or transac¬ 
tions of any kind or description either with his brother the defendant in 
the title of these interrogatories named or with his father Ramcaunt 
Roy Saith that he doth on his oath believes and declare that if atny 
joint dealings and transactions had been carried on at any time between 
the said Juggomohun Roy and the said defendant and their father the 
said Ramcaunt the same could not have been caused or withoujt his’ 
this deponents becoming acquainted therewith as he this deponent was 
on the most intimate terms with their respective families and constantly 
in the habits of visiting them Saith that he doth not know nor hath he 
any reason to believe that after the period of such partition and division 
the said Juggomohun Roy reunited himself in any respect whatever 
with all or with any or either of the members of his family with whom 
such partition or division was so made Saith that his reason for knowing 
that no reunion ever took place is from his intimate knowledge of the 
said Juggomohun Roy and his family and affairs after such partition 
and division Saith that if such reunion had ever taken place he this 
deponent would certainly have known of it. 


J. A. Simpson l 
Examiner / 


(Sd) stafTO? 3t* 


To the Fifth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he had the 
means and opportunities of knowing the circumstances concerns and 
dealings of the defendant in the title of these interrogatories named from 
thel Bengal year one thousand two hundred and three from being on 
terms of the greatest intimacy with the said defendant and from con¬ 
stantly visiting him and thereby becoming acquainted with his transac¬ 
tions and affairs Saith that the defendant had no dealings or transac¬ 
tions of his own previous to the Bengal year one thousand two hundred 
and three Saith that he doth know a partition and division of family 
and ancestorial property which took place in the month of Augrun one 
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Thousand two hundred and three between the said defendant and his 
father and brothers Saith that some landed or real property was allotted 
to the said defendant on the occasion of such partition and division Saith 
that on that occasion the said defendant had allotted to him some lands 
situate in the Ziliah of Hooghly but that he this deponent is* not acquaint¬ 
ed with the extent or quantity thereof also a large spot of ground situate 
at Chunderconah in the Ziliah of Hooghly called Porraun Chuck but 
of how! many Biggah§ the same consisted he this deponent doth not 
know Saith that the said defendant had also allotted to him on such 
partition and division a Dwelling house situate at Jorrosunker in Calcutta 
worth about three thousand Rupees which he the said defendant 
Rammohun Roy hath since sold Saith that the said defendant had also 
allotted to him a share of half of the family house and premises situate 
at Langulparah and which Was then worth from four to five thousand 
rupees Saith that the said defendant in person together with his servants 
took possession of all such property as Was so allotted to him on such 
partition and division and is in possession of all the said premises save 
and except the said dwelling house at Joorasunker in Calcutta Saith that 
he doth know one Ramcaunt Roy who in his lifetime was the father of 
the said defendant and one Juggomohun Roy who in his lifetime was 
one of die brothers of the said defendant Saith that neither of them 
did after the period of such partition or division interfere with the 
possession or management of the landed property or of any part or 
parcel thereof which was so allotted to the said defendant at the time 
of such partition or division Saith that he knows that they never did 
interfere from his this deponents being related to the said parties and 
being an inhabitant of Radanaghur and well acquainted with the affairs 
and concerns of the said Ramcaunt Roy Juggomohun Roy and Ram¬ 
mohun Roy respectively Saith that the said Juggornohun Roy took and 
retained possession of the share or portion of the said lands which on 
the occasion of the said partition or division was so allotted to him 
Saith that Ramlochun Roy took and retained possession of the portion 
which was allotted to him on the said division and that the father Ram¬ 
caunt Roy kept and retained possession! of a portion of the said real 
property to himself Saith that the defendant never did at any time after 
such partition or division in any manner interfere with the possession or 
management of all or of any part of the landed property which had 
been so allotted to the other members of his family Saith that he could 
not have interfered with the possession or management thereof without 
his this deponents knowledge and privity as he this deponent was on 
terras of the greatest intimacy with the said defendant and most cer~ 
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tainly have known of suck interference or management if he had so 
managed or interfered. 


To the Sixth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth know 
where the defendant in the title of these interrogatories named resided 
at or before the partition and division in the next preceding Interrogatory 
mentioned Saith that before the said partition and division the said 
defendant dwelt and resided at the house at Langulparah and continued 
to reside there until two years and a half ago that is to say his 
family always resided there though he was occasionaly absent Saith that 
about two* and a half years ago the said defendant removed to a house 
at Rogonathpore which he the said deponent( ?) built himself which is still 
his family house Saith that the said defendant when be left the said 
house, at Langulparah he did not sever or give up his right to one 
half of the said house and premises Saith that the defendant after such 
partition and division did go to various parts of the country and enter 
into different services and hath from time to tim e purchased several 
Talooks from, his self acquired means Saith that the defendant hath 
never since the date of the said partition and division carried on any 
dealings or transaction jointly with any persons or person whomsoever 
but solely on his own account but that if he had so done he this 
deponent must have known thereof Smith that the said defendant hath 
kept books of accounts relating to his own dealings and transactions from 
the time of the said partition and division up to the present time Saith 
that during the lifetime of Ramcaunt Roy and Juggomohun Roy respec¬ 
tively the said books of accounts; of the said Rammohun Roy respecting 
his own dealings and transactions were sometimes in the, possession of 
the said Rammohun Roy himself and sometimes in the possession of 
Gopeymohun Chatterjee Juggernaut Mozumdar and sometimes in the 
possession of one Kenoram Ghose or Sircar he this deponent doth not 
know which Saith that he doth know that the said Gopymohun Chatterjee 
Juggernaut Mozumdar Kenoram. and several other persons whose names 
he this deponent doth not now recollect wrote the entries in the said 
books and accounts respecting which he hath been last interrogated 
during all the lifetime of his father Ramcaunt Roy and his brother Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy respectively and subsequently to such partition and division 
Saith that the said Gopymohun Chatterjee and Juggernaut Mozumdar 
are still living but that he this deponent hath heard that the said Kenoram 
is dead but that he doth not recollect when or where it was that he 
died as he was informed Saith that he had the means of seeing and ins¬ 
pecting the books and accounts of the said Rammohun Roy concerning 
which he hath been lastly interrogated at all times during the lifetime 
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of the said Rammohun Roy and Juggomohun Roy respectively but that 
he never took the trouble of minutely inspecting the sam« Saith that 
the said books of accounts were kept in the Dufterkonnah of the said 
Rammohun Roy sometimes here in Calcutta and sometimes at Langul- 
parah Saith that the said books and accounts were never submitted to 
inspection and examination of the said Ramcaunt Roy and Juggomohun 
Roy or either of them or of any persons or person on their behalf Saith 
that if such books of accounts had been so submitted to such examina¬ 
tion or inspection he this deponent would certainly have known of it. 

To the Seventh Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth know 
a certain Talook called or known by the name of Govindpore in the 
Pergunnah of Jahanabad in the Zillah of Burdwan Saith that he doth 
know that the said Talook was purchased by the defendant in the title 
of these interrogatories named in his own name from one Gungadhur 
Ghose who* had purchased it at the Collectors sale Saith that he doth not 
exactly recollect but believes it was in the Bengal year one thousand 
two hundred and six when the same was purchased by the said defen¬ 
dant Saith that the purchase was made at Burdwan where he this de¬ 
ponent was at the time when it was made Saith that he saw the said 
Rammohun Roy make the said purchase and advance the said purchase 
money himself Saith this purchase was made and the money paid by 
the said Rammohun Roy subsequent to the said partition and division. 

To the Eighth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth know 
a certain Talook situate and being in the Pergunnah of Chunderconah 
in the Zillah of Burdwan and called or known by the name of Ram- 
messerpore Saith that the said last mentioned Talook called Rammesser- 
pore was purchased by him this deponent at the Collectors sale in the 
Bengal year one thousand two hundred and five and was sold by this 
deponent to the defendant either in the latter end of that year gt in the 
year one thousand two hundred and six Saith that the defendant pur¬ 
chased the said Talook from this deponent in his own name and per¬ 
sonally paid down the purchase money out of his own funds Saith that 
the said purchase and sale was made at Burdwan. 

To the Seventeenth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth 
know that the defendant in the title of these interrogatories named hath 
been and now is possessed of certain pieces or parcels of rent free or 
Bermutter lands situate at Ktssenghur in the Pergunnah of Jahanabad 
in the Zillah of Burdwan but of how much land the same consists he 
this deponent doth not know Saith that the said lands were allotted to 
the said defendant by the said partition and division but that he this 
deponent doth not know of any other Bermutter lands situate in the 
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same place which were at any time purchased by the said defendant 
Saith that if the said defendant had made such purchase he this depo¬ 
nent must have known of it as he lives within a Coss of the said place. 

To the Twentieth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth 
know a certain Talook situate in the Pergunnah Cheetooah in the District 
of Midnapore and which at the time of the Partition and Division 
between Juggomohun Roy the father of the Complainant in the title of 
these interrogatories named and the father and brothers of the said 
Juggomohun Roy in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and 
three was allotted to the said Juggom,ohun Roy Saith that the said 
Juggomohun Roy immediately after such partition and division obtained 
possession of and managed the said Talook Saith that in the Bengal 
year one thousand two hundred and eight the said Talook Was publicly 
notified for sale in the office of the Collector of Midnapore for arrears of 
Revenue and was afterwards x x x x of such 
sale in the possession of the said Juggomohun Roy which he this depo¬ 
nent knows from having seen the said Talook in his possession and from 
having seen it so sold Saith that the said sale did not satisfy the arrear of 
such Revenue on which account the said Juggomohun Roy remained 
in Gaol where he had been for about a year and a half previously to 
such sale and where he continued for a period of two years afterwards 
when he this deponent effected an arrangement by which Soobeychund 
Roy and Ramlochun Roy became security for the payment of the 
balance due to Government by monthly instalments of one hundred 
rupees each on which the said Juggomohun Roy was released Saith that 


he doth not believe that any part of the said balance hath been yet 
paid Saith that the defendant in the title of these interrogatories named 
never was at any time in any manner concerned with the management of 
such Talook after such partition or division nor was he required to pay or 
contribute to the payment of the arrears of such Revenue. 

To the Twenty first Interrogatory this deponent saith that he is 
acquainted with the character and manner of handwriting of Juggc u 
mohun Roy who in his lifetime was the father of the Complainant in the 
title of these interrogatories named Saith that he hath often seen the 
said Juggomohun Roy write and became thereby acquainted with his 
handwriting. This deponent looking at the several paper writings now 
produced and shown to him at this the time of his examination and 
respectively marked F G & H saith that the whole of the Bengally 
writing on the said paper writing marked F is in the proper hand 
writing of the said Juggomohun Roy Saith that the whole of the body 
of the paper writing marked G together with the signature Sree Juggo- 
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rnohun Roy is of the proper hand writing of the said Juggomohun Roy 
Saith that the names Sree Juggernaut Mozumdar and Sree Jussodanunduri 
Ghose set and subscribed to the said paper writing marked G are of the 
proper handwriting of them the said Juggernaut Mozumdar and Jussuda- 
nundun Ghose respectively, Saith that the signature Sree Juggomohun 
Roy sakhim Langulparah set and subscribed to the paper writing marked 
H as the party executing the same is of the proper handwriting of the 
said Juggomohun Roy Saith that he this deponent doth not know in 
whose handwriting either the bc;dy of the said paper writing or the name 
of the witnesses set and subscribed thereto is or are written. 

To the Last Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth not know 
of any other matter or thing which may be of benefit to the defendant 
in the title of these Interrogatories named. 


j. A. Simpson 
Examiner 


(Sd) 


til. Deposition of Buddinath Ghose a witness produced on the part of 
Rammohun Roy, (Examined April, 1819) 

Deposition of a Witness taken in the above Cause by the Examiner 
of this Court— 

Buddinath Ghose of Jorasanko in Calcutta Gomastah Aged fifty two 
years or thereabouts—being produced as a witness on the part of the 
Defendant in this Cause and a Note having been delivered to Mr. William 
Smith Attorney for the Complainant in this Cause on the first day of 
April one thousand eight hundred and nineteen of the name title and 
place of abode of the said Buddinath Ghose—He the said Buddinath 
Ghose was afterwards on the said first day of April one thousand x 
x x April in the said year was Examined oh the Interrogatories 
filed by the said Defendant on the twenty seventh day of August one 
thousand eight hundred and eighteen and Deposeth as follows— 

To the First Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he is a Gomastah 
to Rajiblochun Roy and that he maintains himself from the salary 
which he receives in such service as well as out of the rents and profits 
of some landed property of which he is possessed Saith that he hath 
been in the service of Rajiblochun Roy for these eight months last past. 
To the Second Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth know 
the parties Complainant and Defendant in the title of these interroga¬ 
tories named Saith that he hath known the Complainant for these fifteen 
or sixteen years last past and that he hath known the defendant for 
these thirty years last past. 
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To the Seventh Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth know 
a certain Talook called or known by the name of Govindpore in the 
Pergunnah of Jahanabad in the Zillah of Burdwan Saith that he doth 
know that the said Talook was purchased by the defendant from 
Gungadhur Ghose the brother of him this deponent in the presence of 
him this deponent Saith that he believes the said purchase was made 
in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and six at Burdwan Saith 
that the said defendant made the said purchase in his dwn name Saith 
that the said purchase was made for three thousand and odd rupees 
which amount the said Rammohun Roy paid dcfwn at the time when the 
said purchase was made Saith that he this deponent believes that the said 
purchase money was given by the said Rammohun Roy out of his the 
said Rammohun Roys own proper funds and on his own account. 

To the Last Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth not know 
of any other matter or thing that can tend to the benefit or advantage 
of the defendant in the title of these interrogatories named. 

J. A. Simpson 1 (&d) CTfa 

Examiner J 

114. Deposition of Rajiblochun Roy a witness produced on the part of 
Rammohun Roy. (Examined 20 April, 1819) 

Deposition of a Witness taken in the above Cause by the Examiner 

of this Court---Rajiblochun Roy of Manicktullah in Calcutta 

Zemindar aged fifty years and upwards being produced as a witness on 
the part of the Defendant in x x and a Note having 

been delivered to Mr. William Smith Attorney for the Complainant in 
this Cause on the nineteenth day of April one thousand eight hundred 
and nineteen of the name title and piace of abode of the said Rajib¬ 
lochun Roy He the said Rajiblochun Roy was afterwards on the said 
nineteenth day of April one thousand eight hundred and nineteen Sworn 
and on the twentieth day of April in the said year was Examined on the 
Interrogatories filed by the said Defendant on the twenty seventh day of 
August one thousand eight hundred and eighteen and Deposeth as 
follows- 

To the First Interrogatory this deponent saith that he is a Zemindar 
and maintains himself on the rents and issues of his zemindary Saith that 
he is not in the employment of any person or persons whatsoever. 

To the Second Interrogatory this deponent saith that he knows the 
parties Complainant and Defendant in the title of these interrogatories 
named that he doth know the Complainant from his the said Com- 
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filainants infancy and that he hath known the defendant for about thirty 
years last past. 

To the Ninth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth know 
X > x sometime in or about the Bengal year one thousand 

two hundred and six the defendant Rammohun Roy in the title of these 
interrogatories named was abo ( ut to proceed to Patna Benares and other 
Provinces remote from Calcutta Saith that about that time the particular 
month he this deponent doth not now recollect the said defendant Ram¬ 
mohun Roy executed to him this deponent a Kabala or Bill of Sale of 
the Falooks of Govindpore and Rammesserpore subject to an agreement 
which was at that same time executed by him this deponent to one 
Gaforoodoss Mookerjee the nephew of the said Rammohun Roy whereby 
it was expressed that altho the said Talooks had been conveyed to 
this deponent by the said Kabala or Bill of Sale they were held by him 
this deponent in trust for the said Rammohun Roy Saith that in conse¬ 
quence of the said Kabala or Bill of Sale the said Rammohun Roy 
caused the said Talooks to be entered in the name of him this deponent 
in the books of the Collector and that he this deponent came into 
possession thereof and continued in such possession until the Bengal 
year one thousand two hundred and eighteen but that he this deponent 
during all that time continued to account to the said Rammohun Roy 
for the rents issues and profits of the said Talooks Saith that the reasons 
for the said defendant Rammohun Roy so transferring the said Talooks 
to this depojnent were as he the said Rammohun Roy then assigned that 
as he the said Rammohun was about to depart from Rurdwan and likely 
to reside for a long period of time at a considerable distance therefrom 
that of the said Talooks were held in the name of him this deponent 
that it woiuld enable this deponent to manage the same better than he 
the said Rammohun Roy could do by reason of his absence. This de¬ 
ponent looking at the paper writing now produced and shown to him, at 
this the time of his examination marked with the letter A. and purporting 
to be a Bill of Sale or Kabala executed by the said defendant Rammohun 
Roy to this deponent Rajiblochun Roy saith that his this deponents name 
is not set and subscribed to the same as a witness to the execution there¬ 
of Saith that he saw the said Kabala or Bill of Sale marked with the letter 
A executed by the said defendant Rammohun Roy Saith that the name 
Rammohun Roy set and subscribed to the said paper writing as the party 
executing the same is the proper handwriting of the defendant Ram¬ 
mohun Roy Saith that after the said Rammohun Roy had so set and sub¬ 
scribed his own name to the said paper writing the said paper writing 
was attested by the persons whose names appear written thereon as 
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attesting witnesses to the execution of the same and was then delivered 
by the said Rammohun Roy to him this deponent Saith, that no money 
was paid on this occasion as the consideration of the said instrument 
or at any other times either before or after the execution thereof but that 
the said Rammohun Roy at the time of the execution of the said paper 
writing acknowledged before the said subscribing witnesses to have 
received the sum ci four thousand and odd rupees the consideration 
money which he this deponent believes is mentioned in the said Deed 
but that as he cannot read the Persian language and character he can¬ 
not positively say that it is so expressed in the said deed Saith that he 
believes that there is such Receipt expressed in the said paper writing 
Saith that all the property mentioned in the said paper writing was after¬ 
wards possessed and managed by him this deponent to whctai it wag so 
transferred Saith that the said property was so possessed and managed 
by him this deponent from the beginning of the Bengal year one thousand 
two hundred and seven to the end of the Bengal year one thousand two 
hundred and eighteen Saith that he so possessed and managed the same 
not on his own account but on account of and in trust for the said Ram¬ 
mohun Roy Saith that he this deponent collected the rents issues and 
profits of the said landed property in the said paper writing mentioned 
subsequently to and immediately after the date and execution thereof 
Saith that he this deponent did not appropriate the same to his own use 
and account but paid them, ever to the said Rammiohun Roy after 
deducting the Government rent and the expences incurred in managing 
the sam,e and which he this deponent continued to do from the Bengally 
year one ; thousand two hundred and seven to the Bengally year one 
thousand two hundred and eighteen. 

To the Twelfth Interrogatory this deponent looking at the paper 
writings! in the Persian and Bengally language and character now pro¬ 
duced and shown tci him at this the time of his examination respectively 
marked with the letters D & E and purporting to be respectively signed 
and sealed by the Collector of Burdwan for the time being and to be 
respectively sealed with the seal of office of the said Collector and 
having attentively perused the paper writing partly in the Bengally 
language and character and marked with the letter E saith that the said 
paper writing was granted by the Collector of Burdwan to the said 
Rammohun Roy in the Bengal year One thousand two hundred and 
twenty one at the instance of the said Rammiohun Roy on the occasion 
of the said Talooks of Govindpore and Rammesserpore having been 
taken from the said Gooroodoss Mookerjee and entered in the books 
of the said Collector in the name of the said Rammohun Roy Saith 
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3 n this occasion the said Gooroodoss Mookerjee executed to 
the said Ramrnohun Roy a Kabala or Bill of Sale of the said Palotoks of 
Govindpore and Rammesserpore who took possession thereof and 
then let it out to farm to this depctnent who hath ever since had pos¬ 
session thereof and hath annually paid the said Rammohun Roy a net 
rent of 5,500 rupees per annum exclusive of the rents to Government 
and the expences of collection Saith that in the Bengally year one 
thousand two hundred and eighteen a paper writing was granted by the 
said Collector of Burdwan to the said Gooroodoss Mobkerjee at the 
instance of the said Rammohun Roy on the occasion of the said 
Talooks of Govindpore and Ramesserpore having been taken from him 
this deponent and entered in the books of the Collector of Burdwan 
for the time being in the name of the said Gooroodoss Mookerjee Saith 
that on this occasion the said Kabala or Bill of Sale marked A was 
delivered up by him this deponent to the said Rammohun Roy and 
that the said property Govindpore and Rammesserpore immediately 
came into the possession of the said Gooroodoss Mookerjee in trust 
for the said Rammohun Roy Saith that not being able to read the 
Persian language and character he doth not know what the paper 
writing marked D imports but believes that it bears the seal of the 
Collector of Burdwan and was granted by him. on the occasion of the 
said Talooks being transferred from this deponent to the said 
Gooroodoss Mookerjee Saith that the time of giving up the said Kabala 
or Bill of Sale marked A by this deponent to the said Rammohun Roy 
he this deponent presented Durkaust or petition to the Collector of 
Burdwan that the said Talooks should be struck out of the name of 
him this deponent and entered in the name of the said Gooroodoss 
Mookerjee which was accordingly done. 

To the Thirteenth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he is now 
in the possession of the said Talooks of Govindpore and Rammesserpore 
in the seventh and eighth interrogatories mentioned but that they 
stand in the name of Rammohun Roy in the books of the Collector 
of Burdwan Saith that he this deponent hath been in such possession 
from the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and twenty one up 
to« the present time Saith that his this deponents name is Rajiblochun 
Roy and that he took possession of the said Talooks for the first time 
in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and seven and held them 
in trust for the said Rammohun Roy to the end of the Bengal year 
one thousand two hundred and eighteen when the said Talooks were 
entered in the books of the Collector in the name of Gooroodoss 
Mookerjee as he this deponent hath already mentioned in his answer 
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the next preceding twelfth interrogatory Saith that from that time to 
the year one thousand two hundred and twenty the said Talook s of 
Govindpore and Rammesserpore continued in the books of the Col¬ 
lector in the name of Gooroodoss Mookerjee but that he this deponent 
still continued to manage th e same on account of the defendant Ram- 
mohun Roy Saith that in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred 


and twenty one the said Talooks were re-entered in the books of the 
Collector m the name of the said Rammohun Roy since which time he 
this deponent hath held the same under a Pottah from the said Ram¬ 
mohun Roy as he this deponent hath already mentioned Saith that he 
this deponent hath not at any time from' the Bengal year one thousand 
two hundred and seven to the present time given up the actual pos¬ 
session pf the said two Talooks Saith that the defendant had a son 
born to him sometime in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred 
and seven about six months after the execution c|f the paper writing 
marked A. 


To the Sixteenth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth 
know a certain Putteney Talook situate in the Pergunnah of Jahanabad 
in the Zillah of Burdwan called Kissenagore and also a certain other 
I utteney Talook situate in the same Pergunnah and Zillah called 
Beerlook and also a certain other Putteney Talook situate in the 
F ergunnah of Boyrah in the Zillah aforesaid called Nangulparah and 
also a certain Putteney Talook situate in the Pergunnah of Boorsut 
m the Zillah aforesaid and called Serampore Saith that he doth not 
know of his own knowledge a certain upper roomed house and ground 
thereto belonging situate at Chowringhee in the Town of Calcutta which 
formerly belonged to one Elizabeth Fenwick Saith that he doth know 
a certain upper roomed garden house situate at Simlah in the Town of 
Calcutta but that he this deponent doth not know to whom the same 
formerly belonged Saith that the Talooks of Beerlook and Kissenaghur 
were purchased by him this deponent on account of the said Rammohun 
Roy and are in the possession of the said Rammohun Roy Saith that 
the amount of purchase of the said Talooks were partly paid out of 
the rents and profits of Govindpore and Rammesserpore and partly 
cut of the private funds of the said Rammohun Roy Saith that the 
other Talooks of Nangulparah and Serampore as well as the house situ¬ 
ate at Simlah in Calcutta were as he this deponent hath heard from 
his own servants and people and believes purchased by the said Ram¬ 
mohun Roy with his own proper money and have been in his posession 
from the time that they were so purchased. 

Fp the Twenty first Interrogatory this deponent saith that he is 
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acquainted with the character and manner of handwriting of Juggomohun 
Roy who was in his lifetime the father of the Complainant in the title 
of these interrogatories named Saith that he this deponent often saw the 
said Juggomohun Roy write and thereby became acquainted with bis 
handwriting. This deponent looking at the several paper writings now 
produced and shown to him at this the time of his examination marked 
respectively F G & H and at the signatures which appear subscribed 
thereto respectively saith that the signature Juggomohun Roy set and 
subscribed to each of the said paper writings marked G & H as the 
party executing the same respectively is of the proper hand writing of 
the said Juggomohun Roy Saith that the whole of the body of the said 
paper writing marked F is of the proper handwriting of the said Juggo- 
mohun Roy as also the words and names endorsed thereon Saith that he 
doth not knew in whose handwriting the body of the paper writing 
marked G is written Saith that the names Juggernaut Mozumdar and 
Jussodanundun Ghose set and subscribed on the back of the said 
paper writing marked G as attesting witnesses to the execution thereof 
are of the proper handwriting of the said Juggernaut Mozumdar and 
Jussodanundun Ghose Saith that he doth not know in whose hand¬ 
writing the body of the paper writing marked H is or any part thereof 
or in whose handwriting the names of the parties appearing as subscrib¬ 
ing witnesses to the execution thereof is or are. 

J Exa^v. pson } (Sd) m 

113. Deposition of Nundcoomar Beeddalunkar a witness produced on the 
part of Rammohun Roy. (Examined 24 April, 1819) 

Deposition of a Witness taken in the above Cause by the Examiner 
of this Court— 

Nundcoomar Beddalunkar of Manicktollah in Calcutta Pundit aged 
fifty six years or thereabouts being produced as a witness on the part 
of the Defendant in this Cause and a note having been delivered to 
Mr. William Smith Attorney for the Complainant in this Cause on the 
sixteenth day of March one thousand eight hundred and nineteen of 
the name title and place of abode of the said Nundcoomar Beddalunkar 
He the said Nundcoomar Beddelunkar was afterwards on the said 
sixteenth day of March one thousand eight hundred and nineteen 
sworn on the twenty fourth day of April in the said year was Examined 
on the Interrogatories filed by the said Defendant on the twenty 
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seventh day of August one thousand eight hundred and eighteen and 
Deposeth as follows— 

To the First Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he is a Bramin 
and maintains himself by the Donations and contributions of his Dis¬ 
ciples Sissiaes and is not in the service of any persons or x x x 

To the Second Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he doth know 
the parties the Complainant and Defendant in the title of these interro¬ 
gatories named Saith that he hath known the said Complainant Govind- 
persaud Roy from, his the said Govindpersaud Roys childhood but that 
he hath never been upon terms of intimacy with the said Complainant 
Saith that he hath known the Defendant Rammohun Roy from the time 
that the said Defendant attained the age of fourteen years and hath 
ever sinde been on the most intimate terms with him. 

To the Tenth Interrogatory this Deponent saith that x x x 
writings in the Bengal and Persian languages and characters now pro¬ 
duced and shown to him at this the time of his examination marked with 
the letters B & C saith that his name is subscribed to both the said 
paper writings as a witness attesting the execution thereof Saith that 
the name and signature Sree Nundcoomar Surmo sakhim Rogonathpore 
in the Bengal language and character set and subscribed to the papers 
writing marked B is of the proper hand writing of him this deponent and 
that the name and signature Nundcoomar Surmo sakhim Pallapara in 
the Bengal language and character set and subscribed to the paper writ¬ 
ing marked C is also of the proper hand writing of him this Deponent 
and that both the said paper writings were executed in the presence of 
him this deponent Saith that the paper writing marked B was executed 
by Rajiblochun Roy to Gooroodoss Muckerjee x but in fact to 
Rammohun Roy to whom the same was delivered after the execution 
thereof Saith that the paper writing marked C is in the Persian language 
and character which he this deponent cannot read nor doth he know 
to whom it is addressed but that he this deponent saw the said Goo,roo- 
dcss Muckerjee execute the said paper writing and deliver the same 
to Rammohun Roy the defendant Saith that the doth know Gooroodoss 
Muckerjee whose name is written in the paper writing marked B as the 
person in whose favour the same is executed Saith that the said 

Gooroodoss Muckerjee is a nephew of the Defendant but was not pre¬ 

sent when the same was executed Saith that at the time of the execution 
of the said paper writing the said Gooroodoss Muckerjee was about 
eleven or twelve years of age Saith that he doth know that the said 

defendant was married at and before the time of the date of the said 
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paper writing marked B but that he bad not at that time or before 
any child or children by such marriage or otherwise. 

To the Last Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he doth not 
know of any other matter or thing that ever did x x x 

or advantage in the title of these interrogatories named. 


J- A'. Simpson \ (Sd) "til 

Examiner J 


1 \n. Deposition of Gooroodoss Mookor|eo a witness produced on the 
part of Rammohun Roy. (Examined 30 April & 1 May, 1818) 

Deposition of a Witness taken in the above Cause by the Examiner 
of this Court.— 

Gooroodcfes Muckerjee of Simlah in Calcutta Serrastadaur aged thirty 
two years or thereabouts being produced as a Witness on the part of 
the Defendant in this Cause and a Note having been delivered to 
Mr. William Smith Attorney for the Complainant in this Cause on this 
28th day of April 1819 of the name title and place of abode of the 
said Gooroodoss Muckerjee—He the said Gooroodoss Muckerjee was 
afterwards oh the said 28th day of April 1819 sworn and on the 30th 
day of April and 1st day of May in the said year was Examined on the 
Interrogatories filed by the said Defendant on the 27th day of August 
1818 and Deposeth as follows— 

To the First Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he is a Zemindar 
and supports and maintains himself from the Gains and profits of his 
lands Saith that he is not in the service of any persons or person 
whomsoever. 

To the Second Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he knows the 
parties Complainant and Defendant in the title of these interrogatories 
named Saith that he hath known the Complainant from, his the said 
Complainants birth and that he hath known the Defendant from this 
deponents infancy. 

To the Third Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he did know 
one Ramcaunt Roy who in his life time was the father of the Defendant 
in the title of these interrogatories named Saith that he this deponent 
was acquainted with the said Ramcaunt Roy from, his this deponents 
childhood up to the time of the death of the said Ramcaunt Roy who 
was the maternal Grandfather of him this deponent and with whom 
he was on the most intimate terms and lived and resided with him in 
the same homestead Saith that he this deponent hath thereby every 
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™ °f knowing and being acquainted with the relations and family 
of the said Ramcaunt Roy Saith that from the time that he this deponent 
first recollects the said Ramcaunt Roy the said Ramcaunt Roy had 
three sons three wives and four brothers Saith that the name of his 
eldest son was Juggcmohun Rcy the name of his second son was 


Rammohun Roy the Defendant and the name of his third son was Ram- 
Jochun Rcy Saith that the name of his eldest wife was Sclobadru Daby 
and the name of hi s second wife Tarreney Daby and the name of the 
third is Rammoney Daby Saith that the name of the eldest brother of 
the said Ramcaunt Roy was Neemanund Roy the name of another 
brother was Ramkissore Roy and of two others were Gopeemohun 
Roy and Bistoram Roy Saith that the said Ramcaunt had also two 
other brothers named Radamohun Roy and Ram ram, Roy whom 
he this deponent never saw and who are dead but whose descendants 
are living Saith that the said Ramcaunt Roy lived and resided at the 
family house at Radanagore where he this deponent first recollects him 
where he this deponent was born Saith that the said Neemanund Roy 
Ramkissore Roy and Bistoram Roy and the son of Ramram Roy 
together with his the said Ramcaunt Roy 6 own three sons and three 
wives; and this deponent lived and resided at the said Homestead at 
Radanagore with the said Ramcaunt Roy Saith that he this deponent 
as far as he can recollect and a$ far as his own judgment enabled him to 
form an opinion the said Ramcaunt Roy did not then form an un¬ 
divided Hindoo Family with his said brothers and their descendants 
Saith that they were divided as to food and as he this deponent 
believes they were also divided as to property Saith that he this de¬ 
ponent doth not of his own knowledge know of any partition or division 
having taken place between the said Ramcaunt Roy and his brothers 
but that he this deponent heard that there had been such partition after 
he came to years of discretion and heard it spoken of as a transaction 
which had taken place a considerable time before the birth of him this 
deponent Saith that he this depdnent doth not know what the parties did 
after such partition and division but that frorr^ the time that he this 
deponent distinctly recollects the said Ramcaunt Roy to live separated 
and divided from, his brothers and their descendants as to food and 
property Saith that he this deponent doth not know what change took 
place at any time after such partition or division in regard to the resi¬ 
dence and manner of living of any of the. members of the family of the 
said Ramcaunt Roy but that in the Bengal year one thousand one 
hundred and ninety eight or ninety nine the said Ramcaunt Roy removed 
to a house which he had built at Langulparah together with his wives 
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and children and him this depcinent but how long that was after such 
partition or division he this deponent doth not know Saith that all the 
other members of the family who were living and residing at the house 
at Radanagore at the time of the removal of the said Ramcaunt Roy 
to Langulparah continued to live and reside at the said house at 
Radanagore Saith that from* the said Bengal year one thousand one 
hundred and ninety eight or ninety nine to the Bengal year one thousand 
two hundred and three the said Ramcaunt Roy continued to live and 
reside at the said house at Langulparah together with his wives and 
sons when the said Rarricaunt Roy made a division and partition of 
his property among his sons and shortly afterwards removed personally 
to Burdwan where he died in the Bengal year one thousand two 
hundred and ten Saith that after the said last mentioned partition and 
division between the said Ramcaunt Roy and his sons the said Ram- 
caunt Roy employed himself solely in managing the portion of the said 
real estate which he had reserved to himself and in managing two 1 
zemindarys which he had taken to Farm from, the Collector of Burdwan 
and two or three other zemindaries which he had farmed from the 
Rajah of Burdwan and which he managed solely as his own separate 
and exclusive account and not jointly with any person or persons whom¬ 
soever Saith that he this deponent can speak of his own knowledge 
of circumstances which took place from the period of the said Ranv 
caunt Roy going to live and reside at Burdwan Saith that he this de¬ 
ponent saw the books and accounts of the said Ramcaunt Roy at 
Burdwan during the time that the said Ramcaunt Roy lived and resided 
there and which were kept in his own name and which related to his 
zemindary transactions Saith that the said books of accounts were kept 
at the hduse of the said Ramcaunt Roy at Burdwan during the time 
that he the said Ramcaunt Roy lived and resided there up to the time 
of his death and that his mohurrir Rogonath Sircar had the keeping 
and charge of the said books Saith that he this deponent hath heard 
from Rcgonath Sircar and others that on the death of the said Ram- 
caunt Roy the Rajah of Burdwan took possession of part of the papers 
of the said Ramcaunt Roy which related to the zemindaries which the 
said Ramcaunt Roy held in farm from him Saith that all the remaining 
papers belonging to the said Ramcaunt Roy were taken possession of 
by his eldest son Juggomohun Roy in the presence of him this deponent 
about two years and a half after the death of the said Ramcaunt Roy 
Saith that to the best of this deponents recollecticln the said Rogonath 
Sircar and Ramdulull Ghose and Rashbihary Bose kept and wrote the 
entries in the books and accounts respecting which he hath been last in- 
23 


RAJA RAMMOHUN ROY 





terrogated from the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and three to 
the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and ten Saith that Ramdulull 
Ghose is the only person of these who wrote the said entries in the 
said boohs who is now living Saith that the said Rogonaut Sircar died 
at Kissenagore in the presence of him, this deponent in th e Bengally 
year one thousand two hundred and twenty or on e thousand two 
hundred and twenty one Saith that he this deponent hath heard from 
the son of Joyhurry Bose that his father died at his family house at 
Balleare Raichee but in what year he this deponent does not 
now recollect Saith that the said Ramcaunt Roy died at the 
Town of Burdwan in the month of Joistee of the Bengally year one 
thousand two hundred and ten which he this deponent, knows from 
having gone to that place the day after his death Saith that the said 
Ramcaunt Roy did not die possessed of any personal property to the 
best of the knowledge or belief of him this deponent Saith that the 
said Ramcaunt Roy died seized and possessed of the said dwelling 
house at Burdwan and the lands he had reserved to himself at the 
time of the partition and division with his sons but the value and extent 
.whereof he this depoent doth not know Saith that the Rajah of 
Burdwan took possession of the house at Burdwan for arrears due to 
him and that all the other lands of which the said Ramcaunt Roy 
died seized and possessed were left by him to defray the expences of 
performing the services of a certain Ido] to which they have been 
applied by his widow Tarreney Daby Saith that about three years 
after the death of the said Ramcaunt Roy his son Juggomohun Roy 
collected and received some of the debts or sums of money which 
were due to the said Ramcaunt Roy at the time of his death arising 
from certain Decrees or judgments of the Zillah Courts of Burdwan 
and Hooghly in favour of the said Ramcaunt Roy but to what amount 
he doth not know but believes that the amount of the said debts so 
recovered may have been two thousand five hundred or three thousand 
Rupees Saith that the said Juggomohun Roy claimed and collected the 
said debt® as eldest son and heir of the said Ramcaunt Roy Saith that 
he doth not know from what persons the said Debts were recovered 
Saith that a sum, of about one thousand Rupees was recovered from 
one Ramkissore Roy and that a sum of about four or five hundred 
rupees was recovered from a person of the name of Benodrum Soma- 
dhur which debts were due and owing on account of rent Saith that 
lie doth not know the particulars of the other debts which were re¬ 
covered or the person from whom they were recovered Saith that the 
said Ramcaunt Roy never did after such partition and division with bis 
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sons ever reunite with them again in any respect Saith that he cloth 



know that such reunion never took place from his being in the almost 
daily habit of seeing the said Ramcaunt Roy and his three sons who 
were the uncles of this deponent Saith if such reunion had taken place 
he this deponent must certainly have known of it as well from, his 
being related to the parties as from his being intimately acquainted with 
them and their families. 

To the Fourth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he was 
acquainted with one Juggomohun Roy who in his life time was the 
father of the Complainant in the Title of these interrogatories named 
and the uncle of him this deponent Saith that he was acquainted with 
the said Juggomohun Roy from his this deponents childhood Saith that 
he this deponent was acquainted with the concerns and dealings and 
manner of living of the said Juggomohun Roy for a period of about ten 
or twelve years before his death Saith that the said Juggomohun Roy 
lived and resided at the said dwelling house at Langulparah during 
the whole of the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and three 
Saith that he came to live and reside in the said house in the Bengal 
year one thousand one hundred and ninety eight or ninety nine and that 
he continued to live and reside in the same up to the time of his death 
Saith that the said Ramcaunt Roy Rammohun Roy and Ramlochun Roy 
lived and resided with the said Juggomohun Roy at the said house at 
Langulparah and formed with him an undivided Hindoo family when 
a partition took place between the said Juggomohun Roy, Ramcaunt 
Roy, Rammohun Roy and Ramlochun Roy Saith that some short time 
after the said partition the said Ramcaunt Rcy removed to Burdwan 
and the said Ramlochun Roy removed to the old family house at 
Radanagore but that the said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy 
continued to live and reside at the said house at Langulparah which had 
been equally divided between them at the time of the said partition and 
division Saith that some real property was allotted to the said Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy o<n the occasion of the said partition Saith a Talook called 
Hurrerampore together with some other lands were allotted to him on 
the said occasion which he this deponent knows from) having heard 
the same from the said Juggomohun Roy and from having seen the 
said deeds of partition subsequent to the said partition and division 
having been made Saith that the said Talook and other lands were 
taken possession of by the said Juggomohun Roy who received 
the rents issues and profits thereof which he this deponent 
knows from* having seen him the said Juggomohun Roy in possession 
of the said lands and from having for him received the said rents issues 
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and profits thereof Saith that the said Talook so allotted to the said 
Juggctmohun Roy under the said partition and division paid to Govern¬ 
ment an annual revenue of thirty thousand rupees in addition to which 
it yields a revenue of five or six thousand rupees annually to the 
Zemindar as his profit Saith that the other lands allotted to the said 
Juggomohun Roy under such partition or division yielded a revenue of 
about three hundred and fifty rupees per annum Saith that 
the said Juggomohun Roy held the said Talook from, the Bengal 
year one thousand two hundred and three to the Bengal year 
one thousand two hundred and eight when it was sold for arrears of 
revenue to Government Saith that he continued to enjoy the other lands 
which were allotted to him under the said partition and division up to 
the time of his death which he this deponent knows from seeing him 
in the possession and enjoyment of the said lands Saith that the said 
lands which remained in the possession of the said Juggomohun Roy 
at the time of his death being a part of what had been allotted to him 
by the said partition and division are now in the possession of the 
Complainant Govindpersaud Roy his son Saith that the said Complainant 
Govindpersaud Roy took possession of the said lands in his right of son 
and heir of the said Juggomohun Roy Saith that he doth not know that 
any part of the real property which was so allotted td the said Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy at the time of such partition and division was at any time 
afterwards during the life time of the said Juggomohun Roy sold to any 
person or persons or exchanged fear any other landed or real property 
save and except the sale of the said Talook of Hureerampore by the 
Collector of Midnapore for arrears of revenue Saith that the said Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy lived and resided at the said house at Langulparah after 
such partition and division up to the time of his death Saith that from 
the period of such partition and division up to the death of the said 
Juggomohun Roy the said Juggomohun Roy employed himself in manag¬ 
ing the lands and Talooks which had been so allotted to him and 
some aymah lands which he had himself acquired by purchase sub¬ 
sequent to such allotment Saith that he so managed the said lands 
and collected the rents and profits thereof on his own separate and 
exclusive account which he this deponent knows from, being on the 
greatest terms of intimacy with him and very often near and about his 
person Saith that the said Juggomohun Roy kept boloks and accounts 
of his management and dealings touching the said landed estate from 
the date of such partition and division up to the time of his own death 
Saith that the said books and accounts were kept and deposited during 
the lifetime cif the said Ramcaunt Roy and Juggomohun Roy respectively 
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part of the time in the custody and possession of Runjeetram! 
Roy and Nepaul Roy and for another part of the time in the custody 
and possession of Ragcmaut Sircar who were the servants of the said 
Juggomohun Roy Saith that from the date of the said partition to the 
year one thousand two hundred and ten the said Runjeetram Roy and 
Nepaul Roy kept and wrote the entries in the said books and accounts 
belonging to the said Juggomohun Roy Saith that fromi the Bengal year 
one thousand two hundred and ten to the time of the death of the 
said Juggomohun Roy the said Rogonaut Sircar wrote the entries in 
the said books of accounts Saith that Rogonaut Sircar died about the 
year one thousand two hundred and twenty or one thousand two 
hundred and twenty one Saith that Runjeetram Roy died last year some¬ 
where in the neighbourhood of Calcutta as he this deponent was 
informed by the son of the said Runjeetram Roy immediately after his 
death and which information he this deponent believes to be true Saith 
that he this deponent doth not kndw what hath become of Nepaul 
Roy nor whether he is living or dead Saith that the said Juggomohun 
Roy departed this life at Nanguiparah in the Bengal year one thousand 
two hundred and eighteen which communication was made to this 
deponent by a letter from his father and sent to him at Rungpore where 
he this deponent then was Saith that the said Juggomohun Roy died 
seized and possessed of about three hundred beggahs of land which 
he got under the said partition and division as likewise of a half share 
of the house at Langulparah and some household property which were 
all taken possession of by the said Govindpersaud Roy immediately 
on the death of his said father Saith that he this deponent returned to 
Langulparah in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and twenty 
and there saw the said Govindpersaud Roy in possession of the said 
landed property which he this deponent knew tea have belonged to his 
the said complainants father Juggomohun Roy and this deponent also 
saw him in possession of some household grounds which the said 
Govindpersaud informed this deponent had also belonged to his said 
father Saith he believes that the said property of which the said 
Complainant Govindpersaud Roy so possessed himself after his fathers 
death was worth about twelve or thirteen thousand rupees Saith that 
from the date of the said partition to the Bengally year one thousand two 
hundred and seven the said Juggomohun Roy was in very easy circum¬ 
stances Saith that from the year one thousand two hundred and eight 
to the time of his death he was in very straightened and difficult circum¬ 
stances which he this deponent knows from living in the same house 
with him the said Juggomohun Roy and from daily seeing him in those 
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ard and indigent circumstances Saith that h e doth not know nor hath 
he the least reason to believe that the said Juggomohun Roy ever did 
at any period after his said partition and division with his said father and 
brothers carry on or was concerned in any joint dealings or transactions 
of any kind or description either with his brother the defendant in the 
title of these interrogatories named or with his father Ramcaunt Roy 
baith that he doth on his oath believe that no such joint dealings or 
transactions could have been carried on without his this deponents be¬ 
coming acquainted therewith Saith that he this deponent was in the daily 
abit of seeing the said parties and their families and cf being acquaint¬ 
ed with all their dealings and transactions and would have known 
of such joint dealings and transactions if any had been carried on Saith 
t at he hath no reason to believe that after the period of such partition 
and division the said Juggomohun had ever reunited himself in any 
manner whatsoever with all or with any of the members of the family 
with whom such partition was so made Saith that from the nature of his 
this deponents intimacy and acquaintance with the said Juggomohun 
Roy and his affairs and dealings after said partition and division he 
l is deponent is certain that if any such reunion had taken place he this 
deponent must have known of it. 


J A. Simpson 
Examiner, } 


(Sd) 


To the Fifth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he hath had the 
means of knowing the circumstances concerns dealings and transactions 
of the defendant in the title of these interrogatories named by being 
1 elated to him and by often being with himi in the same house at Langul- 
parah and at either places Saith that he this deponent became parti¬ 
cularly acquainted with the affairs dealings and transactions of the 
defendant in the Bengally year one thousand two hundred and seven 
Saith that he doth know of a partition or division of ancestorial property 
which took place in the month of Augrun in the Bengal year one thou¬ 
sand two hundred and three Saith that he doth know certain land at 
Chunderconnah certain other land situate in different villages and a 
house in Calcutta allotted to the defendant in the said partition or divi¬ 
sion Saith that at the time of such partition or division he this deponent 
was very young and doth not recollect the circumstances which took 
place at that partition and division but that he subsequently became ac¬ 
quainted with the same as well frpm the said defendant as from the other 
persons concerned in the said partition and division Saith that he believes 
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that the said defendant took possession of the said real property allotted 
to him under the said partition and division as he this deponent after¬ 
wards saw him in possession thereof Saith that the said defendant is 
now in possession of all the said real property save and except the 
house in Calcutta which he hath since solid Saith that he did know one 
Ramcaunt Roy who in his lifetime was the father of the said defendant 
and one Juggomohun Roy who in his lifetime was one of the brothers 
of the said defendant up to the timie of their respective deaths Saith that 
neither of them ever did after such partition and division interfere or 
meddle with the possession or management of the landed or real pro¬ 
perty or any part thereof which was so allotted to the said defendant 
at the time of such partition and division Saith that he this deponent 
knows this from being related to the said parties and horn, being in 
the daily habits of seeing the said Ramcaunt Roy and Juggomohun 
Roy up to the time of their respective; deaths and also in the daily habit of 
seeing the defendant Rammohun Roy up to the present time and from 
being very well acquainted with their dealings and transactions Saith 
that juggomohun Roy and Ramlochun Roy took possession of the other 
parcels of landed property which on occasion of the said partition or 
division was allotted to each of them respectively and that Ramcaunt 
Roy kept possession of a part of the said Estate which was on that 
occasion divided which he this deponent knows from, having seen the 
said parties subsequently to such partition and division in the possession 
of the said land allotted to them respectively Saith that the said defen¬ 
dant never did at any time after such partition and division as far as 
his this deponents recollection goes interfere with the possession or 
management of the other parts cf the property which bad been allotted 
to the other members of the family and that the said denfendant could 
not have intermeddled or interfered in the management or possession 
thereof for the reason which he hath already given without his this 
deponents knowledge. 

To the Sixth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth know 
when the said defendant in the title of these interrogatories named lived 
and resided before and at the time and subsequent to the said parti¬ 
tion and division Saith that the said defendant lived and resided at the 
house at Langulparah from the Bengal year one thousand one hundred 
and ninety eight or one thousand one hundred and nienty nine to the 
Bengal year one thousand two hundred and twenty three during some 
part of which last mentioned year the said defendant removed with his 
family to a house which he had built at Rogonathpore which house was 
then and hath since hitherto continued to be his family dwelling house 
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Saith that after the said partition and division and from the time that he 
this deponent can recollect the defendant hath entered into different 
services and hath purchased lands from time to time from; the profits 
and gains of such services and employment Saith that he hath also 
employed himself in dealing in Companys papers all which he hath 
done solely on his own account which he this deponent knows from 
being acquainted with the transaction of which he hath been speaking 
Saith that he doth know that the said defendant did and doth keep 
books of accounts relating to his dealings and transactions which he 
hath carried on separately on his own account subsequent to the said 
partition and division Saith that the said books and accounts were kept 
and deposited in the Duflerkcnnah of the said defendant during the 
lifetime of the said Ramcaunt Roy and Juggomohun Roy respectively 
Saith that he doth know that jussodanundun Chose Gopeymohun 
Chatterjee Bhowanny Chose Juggernaut Mozumder and some others 
whose names he this deponent doth not now recollect kept and wrote 
the entries in the said hooks of account of the defendant during the 
said last mentioned period and subsequent to such partition and division 
Saith that all the said persons whom he this deponent hath last named 
are living except Bhowanny Chose who died as he this deponent 
believes in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and sixteen 
Saith that the said Bhowanny Ghose died at Rungpore to which place 
he this deponent went and hath after his death and when he then heard 
the death of the said Bhowanny Ghose publicly talked of Saith that 
he this deponent hath had frequent means of seeing and inspecting 
the said books and accounts of the defendant from) time tqi time during 
the lifetime of the said Ramcaunt Roy and Juggomohun Roy respec¬ 
tively Saith that during that time the said books and accounts were 
sometimes in the particular custody and care of Juggernaut Mozumder 
and sometimes of Gopymohun Chatterjee Saith that the said books and 
accounts were kept in the Dufterkonnah of the said defendant and 
related to his own dealings and transactions and were never submitted 
to the inspection or examination of the said Ramcaunt Roy or Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy or either of them or of any persons or person on their 
behalf Saith that if the said books of accounts had been so submitted 
to the inspection or examination of the said Ramcaunt Roy and JuggOV* 
mchun Roy he this deponent must have known of it as he this de¬ 
ponent was on terms of equal intimacy with all the said parties and 
acquainted with their affairs and transactions. 

To the Eleventh Interrogatory this deponent looking at the paper 
writings now produced and shown to him at this the time cf his 
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examination in the Persian and Bengally language and character and 
marked respectively with the letters D & E purporting to be respec¬ 
tively granted and signed by the Collector of Burdwan and to be 
respectively sealed with the seal of office of the said Collector Saith that 
he is acquainted with the seal of office of the said Collector and that 
the impression of a seal which now appear on the said paper writings 
are impressions respectively of the genuine seal of offices of the said 
Collector of Burdwan and according to the best of the judgment and 
belief of him this deponent who hath seen several impressions oif the 
seal of office of the said Collector Saith this deponent looking at the 
signature which appears subscribed to each of the said paper writings 
saith that he believes that the said initials are in the handwriting of 
Mr. Charles Trower the then Collector of Burdwan Saith that he is 
not acquainted with his handwriting otherwise than having seen a 
similar signature to official papers from the Collectors office Saith that 
the said Charles Trower was Collector of Burdwan and officiated as 
such at the times respectively when the said paper writings bear date. 
To the Twelfth Interrogatory this deponent looking at the paper 
writings now produced and shown to him at this the time of his ex¬ 
amination in the Persian and Bengallee language and character and 
purporting to be respectively signed and scaled by the Collector of 
Burdwan. for the time being and marked with the letters D & E saith 
that he doth know on what occasion and for what purposes such paper 
writings were respectively granted by and obtained from the Collector 
of Burdwan Saith that the defendant Rammohun Roy had in the Bengal 
year one thousand two hundred and six purchased the Talook of 
Rammesserpore and Govindpore Saith that shortly after such purchase 
being about to leave his own country he caused the said Talooks to 
be entered in the Collectors bqjoks in the name of Rajiblochun Roy that 
they might be better managed in his absence taking from the said 
Rajiblochun Roy at the same time an agreement in the name of him 
this deponent but for the benefit and use of the said Rammohun Roy 
Saith that in the Bengallee year one thousand two hundred and eighteen 
the said Talooks were by the joint application of the said Rajiblochun 
Roy and of him this deponent entered in the name of him this deponent 
in the books of the said Collector Saith that upon this occasion the 
paper writing marked D was granted by the said Collector Saith that 
in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and twenty one the 
defendant Rammohun Roy returned to Calcutta when by the joint 
application of him this deponent and the said Rammohun Roy the 
said Talooks were entered in the Books of the Collector in the name 
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of him the said Rammohun Roy and the paper writing marked E was 
issued by the said Collector Saith that during the periods in which the 
I alooks were entered in the names of Rajiblochun Roy and in the name 
of him this deponent and up to the time that they were entered in the 
name of Rammohun Roy the said Talooks have been in the actual 
possession of the said Rajiblochun Roy but continued to be the pro¬ 
perty a'f the said Rammohun Roy who received the profits thereof. 

To the Thirteenth Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he doth 
know who is nosw in the possession of the Talooks of Govindpore and 
Rammesserpore in the seventh and eighth interrogatories mentioned 
Saith that Rajiblochun Roy is in the entire possession of the said two 
Talooks and holds the same under the said Rammohun Roy whose 
property they are and have been from the Bengal year one thousand 
two hundred and six Saith that the said Rajiblochun Roy hath had the 
management of the said Talooks and hath held them under Rammohun 
Roy from, the time when the said Rammohun Roy purchased them in 
the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and six up to the present 
time Saith that the possession and management of the said Talook was 
never delivered over by the said Rajiblochun Roy to any person or per¬ 
sons whatsoever Saith that in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred 
and eight a son was born to the defendant in the title of these 
interrogatories named but that the management of the said Talooks was 
never transferred from the said Rajiblochun Roy to* any other persons 
or person whatever. 

To the fourteenth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he is 
related to the defendant in the title of these interrogatories named and 
that he is his nephew being the son of his sister Saith that from the 
Bengal year one thousand two hundred and eighteen to the Bengal year 
one thousand two hundred and twenty one the said Talooks of Govind¬ 
pore and Rammesserpore continued in the books of the Collector of 
Burdwan as the property of him this deponent Saith that they were so 
entered in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and eighteen 
by the said Rammohun Roy but that he this deponent was never the 
proprietor of the said Talooks Saith that the said Talooks hav e always 
been in the management of the said Rajiblochun Roy Saith that in the 
Bengal year one thousand two hundred and eighteen when the said 
Talook was entered in the Collectors books in the name of him this 
deponent he this deponent was twenty fc<ur years of age Saith that in 
the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and twenty one the said 
Talooks were transferred to the name of the defendant Rammohun Roy 
in the books of the said Collector Saith that he this deponent received 
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no consideration for the same being given and that he suffered the 
same to be done because the said Talooks in fact belonged to Ram- 
mohun Roy. 

To the Sixteenth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth 
kndw a certain Putteney Talook situated in the Pergunnah of Jahanabad 
in the Zillah of Burdwan called Kissenaghur also a certain other Putteney 
I alook situate in the same Pergunnah and Zillah called Beerlook also 
a certain other Putteney Talook situate in the Pergunnah of Bayrah in 
the Zillah aforesaid called Langulparah and also a certain other Putteney 
Falook in the Pergunnah of Boorsut in the Zillah aforesaid and called 
Serampore also a certain upperroomed house and ground thereunto be¬ 
longing situated at Chowringhee in the Town of Calcutta which formerly 
belonged to one Elizabeth Fenwick and also a certain other upper- 
roomed Garden house situate at Simlah in the Town of Calcutta which 
formerly belonged to one Francis Mendes and which Taloioks and houses 
respectively have been purchased by and are now in the possession of 
the defendant in the title of these interrogatories named Saith that the 
said Talooks lands and houses were purchased with the proper monies 
of the said defendant Saith that he knows this from having been present 
at the purchase of some of the Talooks and from seeing the defendant 
in the possession of the other Talooks and houses from the date of the 
purchase of the same up to the present time. 

To the Seventeenth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth 
know that the defendant in the title of these interrogatories named 
never was at any time nor is he at present possessed of any parcel or 
parcels of rent free and Bermutter lands situated at Kissenaghur in the 
Pergunnah of Jahanabad in the Zillah of Burdwan containing either 
three hundred biggahs or any other quantity which were purchased by 
the defendant either with his own funds or with the funds of any 
other persons or person whatever Saith that the said defendant was 
never in possession of none (?) these twelve biggahs ctf Bremutter land at 
Kissenagore and which he obtained from his father under the said 
Division and Partition Saith that if the said Rammohun Roy had had any 
other Bermutter land save and except the said twelve Biggahs he this 
deponent would certainly have known it as he this deponent hath lands 
in the said village and is in the habit of going there very often. 

T° the Eighteenth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth 
know of a certain piece or parcel of ground situate at Rogonathpore 
in the Pergunnah of Jahanabad in the Zillah of Burdwan containing 
about twelve or thirteen biggahs and not sixteen biggahs of ground part 
whereqf hath been converted into a garden by the defendant in the 
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title of these interrogatories named and on another part whereof a house 
hath been erected by the said defendant Saith that the said piece or 
parcel of ground was not allotted to the said defendant at the time of 
the partition and division between the said defendant and his father 
and brothers Saith that the said lands belong to the Talook of Kisse- 
nagore which i alook was purchased by the defendant in the Bengal 
year one thousand two hundred and sixteen since which the said land 
together with the said 1 alook hath been in the possession of the said 
Rammohun Roy Saith that previous to one thousand two hundred and 
sixteen the said lands were held by some tenants whose names he this 
deponent doth not now recollect Saith that the said hdnse and garden 
were respectively built formed and made with the funds and at the 
expence of the defendant Rammohun Roy which he this deponent 
knows from having seen the said defendant defray the expences of 
building the said house and forming the said garden through his servants 
Saith that the forming the garden was commenced in the Bengal year 
one thousand two hundred and nineteen [and completed in] 

one thousand two hundred and twenty four Saith that the building of 
the house commenced in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred 
and twenty three but that it is not yet completed Saith that the 
said defendant Rammohun Roy hath possessed and occupied the 
said house and garden since they were respectively commenced on 
which he this deponent knows from seeing him in possession thereof, 

To the Nineteenth Interrogate^ this deponent saith that he was 
not present at the death of Juggomohun Roy the father cf the Com¬ 


plainant in the title of these interrogatories named Saith that h e this 
deponent returned to Langulparah in the Bengal year one thousand two 
hundred and twenty after an absence of four years and found the 
Complainant in the possession of part of the house at Langulparah to¬ 
gether with the lands which had been allotted to his said father at the 
time off the partition and division save and except the Talook of 
Hureerampore which had been sold during the lifetime of his father Saith 
x x also saw the Complainant in possession of some household pro 
petty which the said CdmpJaiiiant informed this deponent had belonged 
to his father at the time of his death Saith that he doth not know the 
Complainant did any act or acts towards receiving or administering the 
personal estate or property q,r collecting the debts of his father but that 
he heard that the said Complainant had collected a small sum of money 
from one Benodram Summadar Saith that he hath seen the said Com¬ 
plainant collect the rent of the landed property which had belonged to 
his father and which had come into his possession. 
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To the Twentieth Interrogator this deponent saith that he doth 
know a certain Talook situate in the Pergunnah of Cheetua in the dis¬ 
trict of Midnapore and which at the time of the partition and division 
between Juggomohun Roy the father of the Complainant in the title 
of these interrogatories named and the father and brothers of the 
said Juggomohun Roy in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred 
and three was allotted to the said Juggomohun Roy Saith that he this 
deponent saw the said Talook in the possession of the said Juggomohun 
Roy in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and five and believes 
that the said Juggomohun Roy must have obtained possession of the 
same immediately at or after the said partition and division Saith that 
the Talook was solid by the Collector for arrears of Revenue in the 
Bengal year one thousand two hundred and eight and was at the time 
of suit sale in the possession and management of the said Juggomohun 
Roy which he this deponent knows from having seen the same in his 
possession Saith that the said Juggomohun Roy was responsible to 
Government for the said arrears of Government Saith that the said sale 
of the said Talook did net satisfy the arrears of rent due to Govern¬ 
ment Saith that at the time of such sale the said Juggomohun Roy was in 
Jail and had been in Jail for upwards of x x x x years 
or three years and a half after such sale when the said Juggomohun 
Roy paid down c‘ne thousand rupees and entered into an agreement to 
pay the remaining balance by monthly instalments of one hundred 
rupees which he this deponent knows from having received letters from 
the said Juggomohun Roy on the subject of such payment and arrange¬ 
ment Saith that the said balance hath not yet been paid and that the 
Complainant last year entered into arrangements with the Board of 
Revenue to pay the said balance so due by his father Saith that 
the defendant in the title of these interrogatories named was not at 
any time or in any manner connected with the management of such 
Talooks after such partition and division nor was he required to pay 
or to contribute to the payment of such arrears of revenue so due 
from the said Juggomohun Roy. 

To the Twenty first Interrogatory this deponent looking at the 
paper writings now x x x time of his examination 

marked with the letters F G & H and at the signatures which appear sub¬ 
scribed thereto respectively saith that he is acquainted with the character 
and manner of handwriting of Juggomohun Roy the father of the Com¬ 
plainant in the title of these interrogatories named and that he hath 
often seen him write Saith that the whole of the paper in the Bengal 
character marked F is of the handwriting of the said Juggomohun Roy 
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Saith that the whole of the paper writing marked G together with the 
x x x x is also in the proper handwriting of the 

said Juggomohun Roy Saith that the name Sree Jussudhunandun Ghose 
and Juggernaut Mozumdar set and subscribed on the back of the said 
paper writing as attesting witnesses to the execution thereof are of the 
proper handwriting of them the said Jussodhurnundan Ghose and 
Juggernaut Mozumdar Saith that the signature sree Juggomohun Roy 
sakhim Langulparah set and subscribed to the paper writing marked H 
as the party executing the same is of the proper handwriting of the said 
Juggomohun Roy Saith that the body of the said paper writing marked 
H together with the name Goculchunder Bose set and subscribed as an 
attesting witness to the execution thereof is of the proper handwriting 
of the said Goculchunder Bose Saith that he doth not x x 

X X XXX xxx 

Td the Last Interrogatory the deponent saith that he doth not 
know any other matter or thing which can tend to the benefit or advan¬ 
tage of the defendant in the title of these interrogatories named. 

J ' Examiner 80 ” } ( Sd ) SClWflt* 


115. Deposition of Golucknarain Sircar a witness produced on the part of 
Rammohun Roy. (Examined 11 May, 1819) 

Deposition of a Witness taken in the above Cause by the Examiner 
of this Court Golucknarain Sircar of Simlah in Calcutta Sircar aged forty 
one years or thereabouts being produced as a witness on the part of 
the defendant in this Cause and a note having been delivered to Mr. 
William Smith attorney for the Complainant in this Cause on the eighth 
day of May dne thousand eight hundred and nineteen of the name title 
and place of abode of the said Golucknarain Sircar He the said Gcluck- 
naram Sircar was afterwards on the said eighth day of May one thousand 
eight hundred and nineteen swotrn and on the eleventh day of May in 
the said year was examined on the Interrogatories filed by the said De¬ 
fendant on the twenty seventh day of August one thousand eight 
hundred and eighteen and Deposeth as follows— 

T<? the First Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he is a Sircar 
but out of employ at present and that he maintains himself from the in¬ 
come from some lands which he holds in the Mofussil, 
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Fo the Second Interrogatory this depotaent saith that he knows the 
parties Complainant and Defendant in the title of these interrogatories 
named Saith that he hath known the Complainant for these three or four 
years last past and the defendant for twenty three or twenty four years 
last past. 

To the Fifteenth Interrogatory this deponent saith that h e doth 
know that the defendant in the title of these Interrogatories named did 
about twenty one or twenty two years ago lend and advance the sum 
of Sicca Rupees seven thousand five hundred to the Honourable Andrew 
Ramsay who was a Civil Servant of the Honorable East India Company 
on their Bengal Establishment but that he this deponent doth not of his 
own knowledge know of any sum or sums of money which were ever 
lent and advanced by the said Defendant to Thomas Woodford Esq 
also of the Honorable East India Companys Civil Service pin their Bengal 
E stablishment Saith that the said Defendant directed him this deponent 
to come to his the said defendants house in Calcutta and to take from 
thence the said sum of seven thousand five hundred rupees to the 
office of the attorney of this Court whose name he this deponent doth 
not recollect Saith that he accordingly carried the said money to the 
said office and delivered the same to the defendant who gave the said 
sum* of seven thousand five hundred rupees to the said Honorable 
Andrew Ramsay who thereupon executed a bond for the sum and gave 
it to the said defendant Rammohoun Roy Saith that from having so taken 
the said money and seen it given to the said Andrew Ramsay and from 
having been at that time a Sircar in the service of the said defendant 
and seeing the same placed to the debit of the said Andrew Ramsay in 
the bodks of the said Rammohun Roy he this deponent knows that it 
was so lent and advanced out of the proper monies of the said Ram¬ 
mohun Roy Saith that he doth not of his own knowledge know if this 
sum of seven thousand five hundred rupees hath ever been paid by 
the said Andrew Ramsay to the said Rammohun Roy or where the 
bond now is which was given by the said Andrew Ramsay on that 
occasion but that h e hath heard from Rammohun Roy that the said 
debt hath been paid and the Bond cancelled. 

To the Last Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth not 
know of any other matter or thing which may tend to the benefit or 
advantage of the defendant in the title of these interrogatories named. 
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lie. Deposition of Jussodanundun Ghose a witness prodMeod cn the part of 
Rammohun Roy. (Examined 14 May, 1810) 

Deposition of a Witness taken in the above Cause by the Examiner 
of this Court Jussodanundun Chose of Simlah in Calcutta Sircar aged 
forty one years or thereabouts—being produced as a witness on the 
part of the Defendant in this cause and a note having been delivered 
to Mr. William Smith Attorney for the Complainant in this cause on 
the thirteenth day of May one thousand eight hundred and nineteen cf 
the name title and place of abode of the said Jussodanundun Ghose— 
the said Jussodanundun Chose was afterwards op the said thirteenth day 
Oif May one thousand eight hundred and nineteen sworn and on the 
fourteeth day of May in the said year was Examined on the Inerroga- 
tories filed by the said Defendant on the twenty seventh day of August 
one thousand eight hundred and eighteen and D.eposeth as follows.— 
I o the First Interrogatory this deponent saith that he is a Tehvildar 
or Cash keeper in the service of the defendant Rammohun Roy in 
which service he this deponent hath been for these ten years last past at 
a salary of six rupees per month on which he maintains himself. 

To the Second Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth know 
the parties the Complainant and the Defendant in the title of these 
interrogatories named Saith that he hath known the said Complainant 
from his the said Complainants Birth and that he hath known the said 
defendant for these twenty five years last past. 

To the Seventeenth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth 
know that the defendant in the title of these interrogatories named 
hath not been nor is he possessed of any piece or parcel of Rent free 
Bermutter ground situate at Kissenaghur in the pergunnah of Jahana- 
bad in the Zillah of Burdwan of any description whatever which was 
purchased by the defendant with his own funds or jointly with any 
person or persons whomsoever Saith that if the said defendant Ram¬ 
mohun Roy had purchased such Ground he this deponent would cer¬ 
tainly have known qf it as he this deponent is in his service and is 
well acquainted with his affairs and lives at his house at Rogonautpore. 

To the Twenty first Interrogatory this deponent saith that he is 
acquainted with the character and manner of handwriting of Juggo- 
mohun Roy who in his lifetime was the father of the Complainant in 
the title of these interrogatories named Saith that he this deponent was 
m the service of the said Juggomohun Roy and often saw him write 
and thereby knows his hand writing This deponent looking at the 
several paper writings now produced and shown to him at this the lime 
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examination marked respectively with the letters F G and H said 
the signatures that appear in the said paper writings or exhibits marked 
G & H saith that the whole of the paper writing marked F together 
with the address on the back thereof is of the proper handwriting of 
Juggomohun Roy Saith that the whole of the body of the paper writing 
marked G is of the proper handwriting of the said Juggomohun Roy 
as is also the name Sree Juggomohun Roy set and subscribed thereto as 
the party executing the same Saith that the name Sree Juggunaut 
Mozumder set and subscribed on the back of the said paper writing 
marked G as an attesting witness to the execution thereof is of the 
proper handwriting of the said Juggonaut Mozumdar and that 
the name Sree Jussodanundun Ghose also set and subscribed on the 
back of the said paper writing marked G is of the proper hand writing 
of him this deponent Saith that the body of the paper writing marked H 
is in the proper hand writing of one Goculchunder Bose as is likewise 
his name set and subscribed thereto as an attesting witness to the execu¬ 
tion thereof Saith that the name Sree Juggomohun Roy set and subs¬ 
cribed to the said paper writing as the party executing the same is of 
the proper hand writing of the said Juggomohun Roy Saith that he this 
deponent doth not know in whose hand writing the name Kenoram 
Doss set and subscribed as a witness attesting the execution of the 
said paper writing. 

To the Twenty third Interrogatory this deponent saith that he hath 
already answered this interrogatory in his examination to the twenty 
first interrogatory. 

To the Last Interrogatory this Deponent saith that he doth not 
know any other matter or thing that can tend to the benefit or advantage 
of the defendant in the title of these interrogatories named. 


J. A. Simpson 
Examiner 




117. Affidavit of Govindpersaud Roy re: serving of a subpoena on witnesses, 
(Sworn 11 June, 1819) 

Govindpersaud Roy of Nangcreparrah in the Zillah Hooghly in 
the Province of Bengal the Complainant abovenamed maketh Oath and 
saith that he this Deponent thro his Attorney Mr, William Smith caused 
a Subpoena to be issued under the seal of this Honorable Court on 
the First day of October last past directed to Puttitpaban Chuckerbutty, 
Ramdoioll Ghose, Ramtonoo Roy, Bipperpersaud Roy, Tarreney Daby, 
25 
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leeraram Chatterjee, Sobachunder Roy, Rammohun Mitter and Ram- 
dhone Digree And this Deponent further saith that he hath not been 
able t cJ procure the attendance of any of the said Witnesses for the 
Examination before the Examiner of this Honorable Court although he 
hath used all due diligence for that purpose And this Deponent further 
saith that Huraram Chuttopadiah, Bipperpersaud Roy, Sobachunder 
Roy and Tarreney Daby are material Witnesses for him, this Deponent 
in the above cause and without whose Evidence he cannot safely pro¬ 
ceed to a hearing in this suit and that the said Heraram Chuttopadiah, 
Bipperpersaud Roy, Sobachunder Roy and Tarreney Daby are well 
acquainted with the family affairs and transactions of him this De¬ 
ponent the said Defendant and the father and Grand father of him 
this Deponent and that the subject matter of dispute in this cause re¬ 
lated to ancestorial property claimed by this Deponent from the said 
Defendant. And this Deponent further saith that he hopes and ex¬ 
pects to procure the attendance and examination of the said last men¬ 
tioned Witnesses within one month from the date hereof and that this 
application is not made for the purpose of unnecessary delay And 
this Deponent lastly saith that through fear of being arrested for debt 
he hath not befoire the present time been able to attend to swear to an 
affidavit in this cause in order to ground an application for further time 
to pass publication. 


Sworn this 11 th day of 
June 1819 before me 


(Sd) A, Buller 

(A true copy) 
D. Heming 
Regr. 


S. Aviet 
Intr, 


118. Affidavits of Govindpersaud Roy, Ramdhone Mookerjee and Motook 
Sirdar re i serving of subpoenas on witnesses. (Sworn 10 July, 1819) 

Govindpersaud Roy of Nangoreparah in the Zillah of Hooghly in 
the Province of Bengal the Complainant abovenamed Ramdhone 
Mookerjee of Burrow Bazar in the Town of Calcutta Sircar and Motciok 
Sirdar a servant in the service of the said Complainant make oath and 
say and first the Deponent Govindpersaud Roy for himself saith that 
on the 1 welfth day of June last past he this Deponent through his 
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attorney Mr. William Smith caused a Subpoena to be issued out of and 
under the Seal of this Honorable Court directed to Nubkissore Roy, 
Radakistno Bonnerjee, Ramchunder Bonnerjee, Kistnanund Bonnerjee, 
Rogobeer Digree, Qboychurn Dutt, Rampersaud Kubrez, Groopersaud 
Pundit, Kissenpersaud Pundit, Ramduloll Chose, Puttitpabon Chucker- 
butty, Ramdhone Digree, Nemye Roy, Muddenmohun Bose, Rada- 
mohun Odecary, Ramlochun Roy Chowdry and Hurgovind Odecary to 
give Evidence before the E.xaminer of this Honorable Court upon Inter¬ 
rogatories filed in the cause on the part of this Deponent but that 
he hath not been able to procure the attendance in Calcutta of more 
than 5 out of the said 17 persons in the said Subpoena named and this 
Deponent further saith that he hath not been able to procure the atten¬ 
dance of Heeraram Chuttopadeah, Bepperpersaud Roy, Sobachunder 
Roy, Tarreney Daby and also Nubkissore Roy, Nemye Roy, Ramdhone 
Digree, Rogobeer Digree and Puttitpaubon Chukerbutty, who are 
material Witnesses for him this Deponent and well acquainted with the 
family affairs and concerns of him this Deponent and the Defendant in 
this cause mentioned and that he this Deponent cannot safely proceed 
to a hearing therein without the testimony of the said Heeraram Chutto- 
padiah, Bepperpersaud Roy, Sobachunder Roy, Tarreney Daby, 
Nubkisore Roy, Nemye Roy, Ramdhone Digree, Roigobeer Digree and 
Puttitpaubon Chuckerbutty And the Deponent Ramdhone Mookerjee 
for himself saith that on the Nineteenth day of June last past he this 
Deponent at the desire of the said Complainant left Calcutta accom¬ 
panied by the other deponent Motook Sirdar for the purpose of serv¬ 
ing Subpoenas upon the several persons named in the annexed Sub¬ 
poena marked A and that he this Deponent proceeded in the first in¬ 
stance to a place called Kissenagore about Two days Journey from 
Calcutta where he was informed by the other Deponent Motook Sirdar 
that several of the Witnesses resided but on his arrival at the said last 


mentioned place he was informed that several of the Witnesses had 
absconded to avoid being served with Subpoenas and that he was only 
able to serve a Subpoena upon one Obhoychurn Dutt And this Depo¬ 
nent further saith that on the 26th day of the said month of June last 
past he this Deponent left Kissenagore for a place called Khotal- 
parrah for the purpose of serving a Subpoena upon Ramdhcine Degree 
in the said Subpoena named and that after going to his Silk Factory 
and making diligent search and inquiry for him the said Ramdhone 
Degree he the said Ramdhone Degree was not to be found that on the 
following day he this Deponent left Khotalparrah folr a place called 
joyparrah Kissenagore where he found the said Ramdhone Degree and 
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Rogobeer Degree also named in the said Subpoena whom he served 
and who upon this deponents serving them with a copy of the said 
Subpoena took hold of him this Deponent and the said other Deponent 
iVIotook Sirdar and beat them in a violent manner with the stick of a 
kitisal and at the same time the said Roigobeer Degree ordered a 
person then present to take from him this Deponent the said Original 
Subpoena hereunto annexed and to tear the same which he accordingly 
did and this Deponent further saith that on the Twenty eighth day of 
the said month of June last he left the said last mentioned place for 
Nangoreparah where he remained four days making diligent search 
and enquiry for the persons named in the said Subpoena during which 
time 4 he this Deponent served copies of the said Subpoena upon the 
following persons viz. Grocpersaud Pundit. Radakistno Bonnerjee, 
Kissenpersaud Pundit and Ramchunder Bonnerjee and this Deponent 
further saith that he left the said last mentioned place for Calcutta 
accompanied by the said last mentioned "Witnesses and the before 
mentioned Obhoychurn Dutt and that on the 6th day of July Instant 
he arrived at Calcutta with them and the Depcjnent Motook Sirdar for 
himself saith that an the 5th or 6th day of Aussar Instant he this Depo¬ 
nent accompanied the said other deponent Ramdhone Mookerjee to 
Joyparrah Kissenagore Khataulparrah and Royna for the purpose of 
pointing out the persons intended ten be subpoenaed on the part of the 
Complainant in the above Cause and that he accordingly pointing out 
Groopersaud Pundit, Radakistno Bonnerjee, Kissenpersaud Pundit, 
Ramchunder Bonnerjee, Obhoychurn Dutt, Ramdhone Degree and 
Rogcibeer Degree to the said other Deponent Ramdhone Mookerjee 
and this Deponent further saith that when the said Ramdhone Degree 
and Rogobeer Degree were served with the said Subpoenas by the 
said other Deponent Ramdhone Mookerjee they the said Ramdhcme 
Degree and Rogobeer Degree took hold of this Deponent and the said 
other Deponent Ramdhone Mctokerjee and beat them in a violent 
manner with the stick of a Kitisal and at the same time the said Rogo¬ 
beer Degree ordered his nephew who was then present and whom, this 
Deponent knows ta. tear the said Subpoena which he did accordingly 
and threw it upon the ground and which was afterwards picked up by 
this Deponent and this Deponent further saith that several of the persons 
intended to be subpoenaed could not be found altho* diligent enquiry 
was made after them for that purpose And this Deponent Govind- 
persaud Roy for himself lastly saith that this application to enlarge 
publicatidn is not made for the purpose of unnecessary delay and that 
he hopes and expects within two months from th e date hereof with the 



NIINISr^ 


SELECTIONS FROM OFFICIAL LETTERS AND DOCUMENTS 

e of this Honorable Court to compel the attendance of such 
trf the Witnesses as he this Deponent has before stated to be material 
and necessary for time in this cause. 

Sworn this 10th day of 1 
July 1819 before me / 

(Sd) E. H. East. 

A. Mactier 

R g. Clerk. Read 


119. Cross Interrogatories on the part and behalf of Rammohun Roy. (Filed 
9 August, 1819) 

Cross Interrogatories to be administered to 
the undermentioned Witnesses if they shall 
be produced Sworn and Examined on the 
part and behalf of the Complainant in a cer¬ 
tain Cause now pending and at issue m the 
Supreme Court of Judicature at Fort William 
in Bengal wherein Govindpersaud Roy the 
son Heir and legal Representative of Juggo- 
mohun Roy deceased is Complainant and 
Rammohun Roy is Defendant. 

ON THE PART AND BEHALF OF THE DEFENDANT 
hrst Interrogatory...What is your age and have you been long and 
how long acquainted with the several persons in the Title of these Inter¬ 
rogatories named? Are you related in any and what degree to any or 
to either and to which of them ? What is your profession or means of 
living or subsistance? Where do you now live or reside and where is 
your family house and where have you dwelt and resided since the 

month of Augran in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and 
three ? 

Second Interrogatory...If you shall have said in your Examination- 
m-Unef that you have been or are acquainted with the Concerns deal¬ 
ings transactions or property of any or of either of the parties in the 
Title of these Interrogatories named or of the Father or Brothers of the 
Defendant abovenamed. Explain and declare particularly how and in 
what manner and by what means you became acquainted with the con¬ 
cerns dealings transactions or property of them or qf any or of either 
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mark 

10 July 1819. 

G. Aviet 

Intr. 
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and of which of them ? If you shall have said in your Examination-in- 
Chief that the Defendant abovenamed his Father and Brothers lived 
together as an undivided Hindoo family or united their respective gains 
earnings or acquirements or Contributed to a common stock or fund 
set forth and Explain fully and particularly the means of your knowledge 
herein and during what period or periods of time and where and in 
what manner the said Defendant and his Father and Brothers lived 
together and when how and in what instance they united their gains 
earnings or acquirements or contributed to such common stock or fund 
and particularly specify and mention what sum or sums was or were 
contributed by any or by either and by which of the said parties by 
name to the other and to which of the said parties by name and where 
and in whose presence such sum or sums was or were paid or contribut¬ 
ed ? and also declare and Explain whether the whole oir any and what 
part or portion of the gains earnings and acquirements of the said par¬ 
ties was or were contributed to such common stack or fund and to what 
amount by each party respectively and who had the management and 
possession of such common stock or fund during the life time of the 
Father of the defendant abovenamed? If you shall have said that Juggo- 
mohun Roy the Father of the Complainant abovenamed continued until 
the time of his death to be a member of the same undivided family with 
the said defendant and that the said Juggomohun Roy contributed to¬ 
gether with the same Defendant to a joint stock or fund declare and Ex¬ 
plain when and on what occasions and what sum or sums of money the 
said Juggomohun Roy and the said Defendant respectively contributed 
to such joint stock or fund and what person or persons by name received 
the same and whether any and what accounts or account was or were 
kept by any person or persons and who or whom by name of the sum 
or sums so contributed by the said Juggomohun Roy and the said Defen¬ 
dant and if you know Declare in whose possession such account or ac¬ 
counts now is or are? and the reasons and means of your knowledge 
touching the matters and things hereinbefore enquired after fully and 
particularly explain and declare. 

Third Inter rogatory... Do you not know that Ramcaunt Roy the 
Father of the Defendant in the Title of these Interrogatories named exe¬ 
cuted a deed of partition whereby he allotted and divided among his 
sons and who by name some and what part or portion of the Landed 
property which the said Ramcaunt Roy possessed before the time of 
such partition ? If yea did any and what change or changes take place 
in the family of the said Ramcaunt Roy after or ip consequence of 
such partition? Where did Ramcaunt Roy dwell and reside from and 
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after such partition and until the time of his death and when did such 
partition take place and when and where did Ramcaunt Roy die? 
Where did the Defendant dwell and reside at and immediately after 
such partition and during the life time of the said Ramcaunt Roy? 
Was the Defendant employed in any and in what manner or by any 
person or persons or in any office or offices after such partition and 
when and where and how and by whom and for what period or periods 
of time respectively was the said Defendant so employed during the 
life time of his said Father Ramcaunt Roy? Had the Defendant any 
and what means of earning or acquiring money after the such said parti¬ 
tion and during the life time of his Father? If yea what to your know¬ 
ledge did he do with the money which he so’ earned or acquired ? Where 
did Juggomohun Roy dwell and reside after the partition hereinbefore 
enquired after and during thei life time of his Father Ramcaunt Roy? 
Was the said Juggdmohun Roy employed in any and in what manner or 
did he enter into any and what dealings or business in any and in what 
place or with any and what person or persons by name? Did the said 
Juggomohun Roy earn gain or acquire any money by any and what 
means after such partition and during his Fathers life time and if yea 
how did the said Juggomohun Roy apply or appropriate his gains or 
earnings ?What Landed property was allotted or divided by the said 
Ramcaunt Roy in and by such Deed of Partition and what parts thereof 
were allotted to his sons respectively ? Who after such partition receiv¬ 
ed the rents and profits of the Land which was allotted to the said 
Juggomohun Roy and to the Defendant respectively? Who after such 
partition managed the land which was allotted to the said Juggomohun 
Roy and who paid the Government Revenue thereof? What has be¬ 
come of the Landed property which was allotted by such partition to 
the said Juggomohun Roy and who is now in the possession thereof? 
Was any and what Landed property retained by the said Ramcaunt Roy 
at the time of §uch partition and who received the rents and profits 
thereof and paid the Government Revenue of the same after the period 
of such partition? Who at this the time of your Examination is or 
are in the possession of the Landed property which was so retained by 
the said Ramcaunt Roy at the period of such partition and who now 
receives the Rents and profits thereof? When and where did the 
said Ramcaunt Roy and Juggomohun Roy respectively die and where 
was the said Defendant at the periods when they respectively died ? 
Who took possession of the Estate or property documents Books and 
accounts whereof the said Ramcaunt Roy and Juggomohun Roy respec¬ 
tively died possessed and who is or are now in possession thereof res- 
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pectively? Did the said Ramcaunt Roy and Juggornohun Roly or either 
and which of them die possessed of any Landed property if yea set forth 
and describe the same fully and particularly. 

Fourth I liter rogatory... If you shall have said in your Examination- 
in-Chief that Ramcaunt Roy and his sons after the partition in the next 
preceding Interrogatory named reunited and lived together as an Hindoo 
family and became again and were joint and undivided in food or 
property declare and Explain fully and particularly when how and in 
what manner the said Ramcaunt Roy or any or either and which of his 
sons by name reunited and lived together and which let or induced 
the parties to reunite or live together? And also explain and declare 
whether the Deed of partition in the next preceding Interrogatory men" 
tioned was cancelled or destroyed or whether any and what means were 
adopted by the said Ramcaunt Roy or by any or by either and by 
which of his sons to declare or show or testify that they had become 
reunited in Interests? How soon after the said partition did the said 
parties and which of them reunite their Interests and in what month 
and year did such reunion take place ? Where did the said Ramcaunt 
Roy and his sons respectively reside immediately before such reunion ? 
and did any and what change take place in the residence of the said 
Ramcaunt Roy or of any or of either and of which of his sons at o)c 
about- the time of such reunion and when particularly ? If yea des¬ 
cribe the same fully and particularly? Where did the Defendant in 
the Title of these Interrogatories named reside in the mclnths which 
immediately preceded and followed the said reunion of interests? and 
where did he dwell and reside in the Bengal years one thousand two 
hundred and four, one thousand two hundred and five and one thou¬ 
sand two hundred and six and where did he reside in the Bengal years 
onet thousand two hundred and nine, one thousand two hundred and 
ten and one thousand two hundred and eleven respectively where did 
Ramcaunt Roy reside between the Bengali years one thousand two 
hundred and three and one thousand two hundred and ten ? In what 
house and place did the said Ramcaunt Roy depart this life ? Did the 
said Ramcaunt Roy after such partition as aforesaid at any time or 
times and when and in what years and for what period or periods 
of time respectively dwell and reside at Burdwan and If yea did any 
and what member or members of the family dwell or reside with the 
said Ramcaunt Roy at Burdwan and for what period of time and 
where did the said Juggornohun Roy and the said Defendant respect¬ 
ively dwell and reside when the said Ramcaunt Roy dwelt and resided 
at Burdwan? Do you know who performed the Shraud of the said 
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Ramcaunt Roy after his death? If yea who by name performed the same 
and was not the same performed separately by his surviving sons? If 
not, when and where and by whom and in whose presence was the 
Sheraud jointly performed? Did you see the said Defendant at any 
time or times and when and on what occasion or occasions at the 
family house at Nangoorpara during the Bengal year one thousand two 
hundred and four, one thousand two hundred and five, one thou¬ 
sand two hundred and six, one thousand two hundred and seven, one 
thousand two hundred and eight, one thousand two hundred and nine 
and one thousand two hundred and ten ? If yea specify parti¬ 
cularly when and how often you saw* the said Defendant during the 
last mentioned years and who was cir were present on any occasion 
when you so saw the said Defendant at the family house during the last 
mentioned years and did the Defendant on all cir any of the occasions 
last enquired after continue for any and for what period or periods of 
time at the said family house? 

Fifth Interrogatory...Did you not farm, certain Land situate at Kavil- 
pore 6cc. and called Yuma Land and which had been purchased by 
Juggomohun Roy subsequent to the partition in the third Interrogatory 
mentioned? If yea, how long did you farm the same and when parti¬ 
cularly did you begin to farm the same? Did you not farm the same 
from the said Juggomohun Roy and pay the rent thereof to him, or to 
some and toi what person or persons on his account ? If not, who by 
name received the rent thereof and granted you receipts for the same ? 
are such receipts now in your custody or possession ? or what is be¬ 
come of such receipts ? 

Sixth Interrogatory...Was not Juggomohun Roy confined for three 
years or for some other and for what period of time in the Gaol or 
Prison, of Midnapore on account of a debt which he was unable to 
satisfy and what was the nature and amount of such debt ? Was not 
the Defendant in rich and opulent circumstances during the period 
while the said Juggomohun Roy continued in such confinement? When 
was the said Juggomohun Roy released from such confinement and how 
and by what means did he obtain his release? Was not the said 
Juggomohun Roy greatly embarrassed in his pecuniary circumstances 
before and after he was released from, such confinement and until the 
period of his death? 

Seventh Interrogatory...Were you not employed by Tarreney Daby 
the mother of the said Juggomohun Rcy and at his request to Mortgage 
certain and what Jewels belonging to the said Juggomohun Roy in order 
to relieve the pecuniary distress of the said Juggomohun Roy and did 
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you riot Mortgage the same and borrow sonic sum of sums of money 
from some* and what person or persons by name and deliver the sum 
qr sums so borrowed to the said Juggomohun Roy and when particu¬ 
larly did the transaction herein enquired after happen or take place ? 

Eighth Interrogatory., .Do you not know a house at Rogonathpore 
which is now occupied by the family of the said Defendant Rammohun 
Roy? If yea, was not the said house built four or five years after the 
death of his brother Juggomohun Roy and when particularly was the 
same built and by whom ? When was the Garden adjoined to the said 
house formed or laid out and at whose expence? and is any and what 
Revenue paid to* the Government for the Ground on which the said 
Mouse is built and for the Ground which constitutes the said Garden 
or is the said Ground of the said House and Garden Rent free ? Did 
not the said Juggomohun Roy purchase a piece or parcel of Ground 
adjoining to the said house and Garden which is rent free and now 
laying waste- and is not the last mentioned Ground which was so pur¬ 
chased by the said Juggomohun Roy distinct and separate from the 
Ground on which the said House hereinbefore enquired after is built 
and which forms the said Garden? 

Last Interrogatory...When were you first applied to on the subject 
of giving evidence' in this Cause and what person or persons by name 
applied to you to give evidence for the Complainant ? What sum have 
you received or been promised to induce you to attend the Examiner 
of this Honorable Court and give your evidence for the Complainant ? 
When did you come to Calcutta and when and where were you served 
with a subpoena to give evidence for the Complainant ? Was any appli¬ 
cation or communication made to you by or on the behalf of the Com¬ 
plainant touching your Examination before you received such sub¬ 
poena? Have you at any time and when attended at the office of 
the Solicitor of the Complainant in this suit? If yea, hoiw often did 
you so attend and did you communicate to the said Solicitor or tol any 
person at his office, the nature of the Testimony that you intended to 
give for the said Complainant? Have you at any time and when com¬ 
municated to the said Complainant or to any other person or persons 
on his behalf and to who or whom by name, the particulars or sub¬ 
stance of the matters to which you have deposed in your Examination- 
in-Chief? If yea, when did you communicate the same, and if not, 
declare if you know, how the Complainant became informed that you 
were enabled t<y give evidence on his behalf ? 


J. Turner 
Defdts. Atty. 


(Sd) H. Compton. 
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adakistno Bonnerjee was produced and duly sworn to these Cross 
Interrogatories 31st day of August 1819. Before me 

(Sd) E. C. Macnaghten 
V. A, Chater 
Swn. Intr. to the Oath. 

Ramchunder Bonnerjee was produced and duly sworn to these 
Cross Interrogatories this 31st day of August 1819. 

Before me 

(Sd) E. C. Macnaghten 
V. A. Chater 
Swn, Intr. to the Oath. 

Obychurn Dutt was produced and duly sworn to these Cross 
Interrogatories this 31st day of August 1819. 

Before me 

(Sd) E. C. Macnaghten 
V. A. Chater 
Swn. Intr. to the Oath. 

Kissenpersaud Pundit was produced and duly sworn to these Cross 
Interrogatories this 31st day of August 1819. 

Before me 

(Sd) E. C. Macnaghten 
V. A. Chater 
Swn. Intr. to the Oath. 


120, Petition off Govindpersaud Roy to be allowed to sue in forma pauperis. 
With Affidavit and Court's Order. (24 August, 1819). 

To the Honorable Sij; Edward Hyde East Knight Chief Justice 
and his companions Justices of the said Court. 

The Humble Petition of Govind- 
persaud Roy the Complainant 
aboivenamed 

Sheweth 

That your Petitioner hath filed his Bill of Complaint in this Honor¬ 
able Court against the above named Defendant who* bath appeared 
thereto and Filed his answer That Interrogatories on behalf of both 
parties have been filed. 
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euuuucrs circumstances are so reduced that he cannot 
proceedings of the said suit against the said Rainmohun 
Roy unless your Petitioner obtains leave of this Honorable Court to 
prosecute the said suit in forma pauperis through his present Attorney 
m. Smith. 


Your Petitioner therefore Humbly Prays that your Lordships will be 
pleased to order that your Petitioner be allowed the benefit of suing 
in forma pauperis. 

(Sd.) 


(A true Copy) 

(Sd) D. Homing 
Regr. 

I do hereby consent to carry on the above Cause in forma pauperis 
on behalf of the Complainant if it shall please your Lordships to order 
the same. 

William Smith 
Complainants attorney 

(A true Copy) 

D. Homing 
Regr. 

The .attorney for paupers humbly reports to your Lordship that he 
conceives the petitioner to be pauper and to have a good complaint 
against the Defendant. 

(Sd.) C. G. Strettell 
13 September 1819. 

The attorney for paupers further begs leave to repoTt to your Lord- 
ship that Mr. Smith the attorney for the Complainant and within named 
has refused to act for him any longer. 

(Sd.) C, G. Strettell. 

(A true Copy) 

(Sd.) D. Heming 
Regr. 

Affidavit 

Govindpersaud Roy of Nangoreparrah in the Zillah of Hooghly 
in the Province of Bengal Bfamin maketh Oath and saith that he this 
Deponent is not after payment of all his just Debts worth the sum of 
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one hundred Arcot Rupees in the world save and except the wearing 
apparel and bedding of him. this Deponent and this Deponent further 
saith that no* person or persons hath at have in trust for him any sum 
or sums of money or other property whatever save and except the 
matter in dispute in this cause. 

Sworn this 24th day of ) 

August 181 9 before me b (Sd.) 

(Sd.) A. Buller ) 


(A true copy) 

(Sd.) D’ Heming 
Regr. 

Upon reading the foregoing Petitioner and the aboive Affidavit 
having been duly sworn before me I do' order that Govindpersaud Roy 
the Complainant abovenamed be admitted to prosecute the above suit 
in forma pauperis Dated this twenty fourth day of August one thousand 
eight hundred and nineteen, 

(Sd.) E. H. East 

(A true copy) 

(Sd.) D Heming 
Regr. 

Order 

George the Third by the Grace of 
God of the United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Ireland King 
Defender of the faith and so forth 


Vacation after third Term 1819* 


Govindpersaud Roy 
against 

Rammohun Roy 


Upon reading a Petition of the Com¬ 
plainant in this cause the consent of 
Mr. William. Smith attorney for the said 
Complainant thereunder Written and an affidavit of the said Complainant 
Govindpersaud Roly sworn the twenty fourth day of August last and the 
Reports of Mr. Charles George Strettell attorney for the Defendants 
therein written filed this day. It is ordered that the said Complainant 
Govindpersaud Roy be and he is hereby admitted to carry on this suit 
in forma Pauperis by Mr. William Smith upon the application of Mr. 
William Smith attorney for the said Complainant. 
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WITNESS Sir Edward Hyde East Knight Chief Justice at Fort 
William aforesaid the fourteenth day of September in the year of our 
Lord one thousand eight hundred and nineteen. 


Smith Atty. 
In forma Paup. 


} 


(Sd.) D. Heming 


(A true Copy) 

(Sd.) D Heming 
Regr. 


121. Deposition of Radhakistno Bonnerjee a witness produced on the part 
of Govindpersaud Roy. (Examined 31 August, 1819) 

Deposition of a witness taken in the above Cause by the Examiner 
of this Co ; urt-Radhakistno Bonnerjee of Kidderpore in the Dis¬ 

trict of twenty four Pergunnahs Bhattacharjee aged thirty five years or 
thereabouts being produced as a witness c<n the part of the Complain¬ 
ant in this Cause and a Note having been delivered to Mr. John f urner 
Attorney for the Defendant in this Cause on the ninth day of July one 
thousand eight hundred and nineteen of the name title and place of abode 
of the said Radakistno Bonnerjee He the said Radakistno Bonnerjee 
was afterwards on the said ninth day of July one thousand eight 
hundred and nineteen Sworn and on the thirty first day of August 
in the said year was Examined on the Interrogatories filed by the said 
Complainant on the twenty seventh day of July one thousand eight 
hundred and eighteen and Deposeth as follows—- 

To the First Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth know 
the parties the Complainant and the defendant in the title of these 
interrogatories named Saith that he hath known the Complainant from 
his infancy and that he hath known the defendant from his this depo¬ 
nents infancy Saith that he did know in their respective lifetimes 
Rarncaunt Roy who was the father of the said defendant and the grand¬ 
father of the Complainant and that he also knew Juggomohun Roy and 
Ramlochun Roy who were the sons of the said Rarncaunt Roy and which 
said Juggomohun Roy was the Father of the Complainant Saith that 
he knew the said Rarncaunt Roy Juggomohun Roy and Ramlochun Roy 
from his own infancy up to the time o<f their respective deaths Saith that 
the said Rarncaunt Roy died about fifteen years ago at Rurdwan and 
which he this deponent heard of shortly after it happened at Langul- 
parah and where the family of the said Rarncaunt Roy then resided 
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that the said Juggomohun Roy died about seven years ago at 
Langulparah where he this deponent was at the time when he died 
Saith that the said Ramlochun Roy died about nine years ago at Langul¬ 
parah to which place he was removed two days previous to his death 
from his house at Radanaghur Saith that he this deponent was sent for 
immediately after the death of the said Ramlochun Roy and saw his 
corpse at Langulparah. 

To the Second Interrogatory this deponent saith that he had not 
the means of knowing or being acquainted nor was he acquainted 
with the affairs and concerns of the said family either during the lifetime 
cf the said Ramcaunt Roy or since his death other than as such matters 
became notorious and known to everybody in the neighbourhood. 

To the Third Interrogatory this deponent saith that the said Ram¬ 
caunt Roy and his said three sons Juggomohun Roy Ramlochun Roy 
and Rammohun Roy did up to within five years of the death of the said 
Ramcaunt Roy live together and form an undivided Hindoo family 
Saith that about five years before the death of the said Ramcaunt Roy 
the said Ramlochun Roy removed from the said house at Langulparah 
to the ancestorial house at Radanaghur when it became known in the 
family that the said Ramcaunt Roy had divided his property amongst 
his sons and had given his own share in the said lancestorial House at 
Radanaghur to his son Ramlochun Roy as a part of his portion or share 
of the said Estate Saith that he this deponent doth not know; what were 
the portions which were allotted to the said three sons respectively 
Saith that he this deponent was in the habit of going almost daily to 
the said family house at Langulparah as an officiating Rramin whereby 
he acquired information of the circumstances of which he hath spoken 
in his answer to this interrogatory. 

To the Fourth Interrogatory this deponent saith that after the said 
partition and division enquired of by the next preceding interrogatory the 
said juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy together with their families 
and mother continued to live and reside at the house at Langulparah till 
about two years ago when the said Rammohun Roy removed his family 
to ,a house which he had built at Roganauthpore where they now reside 
Saith that from, the time c|f the said division up to the present time the 
family of the said Ramlochun Roy hath lived and resided at the said 
house at Radanaghur Saith that at the time of his removing to the said 
house at Radanaghur the mother of the said Ramlochun Roy one of the 
wives of the said Ramcaunt Roy accompanied him to the said house 
where she hath continued to live ever since Saith from the date of the said 
partition the said Ramcaunt Roy sometimes lived at the said house at 
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nfigulparah and sometimes at Burdwan and that another of his wives the 
mother of the said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy hath continu¬ 
ed to live and reside there ever since Saith that he this deponent doth 
not know on what terms the said Rammohun Roy and Juggomohun Roy 
lived after the said partition and division of which he hath been speaking 
or whether they possessed and enjoyed their respective portions under 
the said division or partition severally or jointly Saith that he never heard 
of any reunion between any of the said parties. 


To the Eleventh Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth 
know a certain Talook qr Putteney Talook called Kissenagore situate 
in the Pergunnah of Jehanabad in the zillah of Buxdwan and a certain 
other Talook or Putteney Talook called Beerlook situate in the samfe 
Pergunnah and Zillah and a certain other Talook or Putteney Talook 
called Langulparah situate in the same Zillah but in what Pergunnah 
he this deponent doth not know and a certain other Talook or Putteney 
Talook called Serampore in the Pergunnah of Boorsut in the same 
Zillah Saith that he doth not know when these Talooks* were purchased 
nor doth he of his own knowel'dge know by whom or out of whose 
funds or monies they were purchased Saith that he hath heard at Langul¬ 
parah that the Talooks of Kissenagore and Beerlook were purchased 
by Rajiblochun Roy Saith that he hath heard generally but cannot say 
particularly from whom that the said Talooks were purchased by the 
said Rajiblochun Roy and believes they were purchased out of his 
own funds and monies he being a wealthy man Saith that he doth not 
know the respective value of the said Talooks in this interrogatory 
mentioned nor the annual profits thereof respectively to the Zemindar 
or who hath received the profits if any of the said Talooks respectively 
Saith that one Juggernauth Mozumdar hath collected the rents and 
profits of the Talooks of Kissenagore and Beerlook since the date of 
their purchase by Rajiblochun Roy but on whose account he doth not 
know. 

To the Twelfth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth not 
know what sums of money were laid out and expended during the 
lifetime of the said Juggomohun Roy or at any other time in making 
into a garden certain ground situated at Roganauthpore in the Pergunnah 
of Jehanabad and Zillah of Burdwan Saith that a house hath been 
erected thereon since the death of Juggomohun Roy by the defendant 
Rammohun Roy but at what expence he doth not know Saith that con¬ 
siderable expence was incurred in making the said garden but out of 
whose fund the same was defrayed he this deponent doth not know. 
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To the Thirteenth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he hath 
heard generally but from whom in particular he doth not now recollect 
that about two or three years after the said Rajiblochun Roy had pur¬ 
chased the said Taiooks of Kissenagore and Beerlook the defendant 
Rammohun Roy purchased the same from him the said Rajiblochun Roy 
but on whose account the said Rammohun Roy made such purchase or 
out of whose funds the purchase money was piaid he this deponent 
did not hear Saith that he doth not know nor hath he heard of any 
other purchase of lands or house that were at any time or times made 
by the said Juggomohun Roy or the said defendant Rammohun Roy 
or any or either gf them either on their joint or separate account Saith 
that he doth not know the extent or value of the said Taiooks of Kissena¬ 
gore or Beerlook Saith that the said Taiooks of Kissenagore and Beerlook 
are now in the possession of the defendant Rammohun Roy who has 
let the same to farm to Rajiblochun Roy. 

To the Fourteenth Interrogatory this deponent saith that during 
the lifetime of the said Juggomohun Roy the defendant Rammohun Roy 
was seldom at Langulparah but mostly absent from his country and 
living ad residing in different parts of Hindoostan Saith that his family 
lived and resided in the same house with the said Juggomohun Roy 
and family and in appearance formed an undivided Hindoo family 
with the family of the said Juggomohun Roy Saith that Tarreney Daby 
the mother of the said Juggomohun Roy and of the said Rammohun 
Roy lived in the sarnie house and partook of everything in common with 
the families of the said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy Saith 
that he doth not know whether one part in particular more than the 
other defrayed the expence of the living of the said Tarreney Daby 
Saith that during the lifetime of the said Juggomohun Roy and up to 
the time of the removal of the family of the said Rammohun Roy from 
the house at Langulparah to the house at Roganauthpore the religious 
ceremonies performed at the house at Langulparah Were joint and not 
separate and that the expences thereof were defrayed by the Naib for 
the time being who appeared to be the common servant of the family 
and not of any particular branch thereof but out of what fund or funds 
he defrayed such expences he this deponent doth not know. 

To the Fifteenth Interrogatory this deponent saith that the said 
Complainant was about the age of thirteen years at the time of the death 
of the said Juggomohun Roy which he this deponent knows from having 
known him from his birth Saith that at the time of the death of the 
said Juggomohun Roy the servants of the family continued to possess 
and manage the estate in the same manner they had done during his 
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4tfetime Saith that he doth not know what was the value of the Estate 
either real or personal of the said Juggomohun Roy at the time of his 
death. 


To the Sixteenth Interrogatory this deponent saith that the said 
Complainant and the family of the defendant did after the death of the 
said Juggomohun Roy live together and appear to form an undivided 
Hindoo family till about two years ago when the defendant removed 
his family from the house at Langulparah to the house erected by him 
at Roganauthpore Saith that he this deponent heard at the time that 
the said Rammohun Roy was about to remove his family to Roganauth¬ 
pore that his reason for removing was because he had given his share 
of the Langulparah house to his nephew Gooroodoss Mookerjee. - 
To the Last Interrogatory this deponent saith that during the life¬ 
time of the said Juggomohun Roy a market was established at Kissena- 
gore but at whose expence he this deponent doth not know nor doth he 
know any other matter or thing which may tend to the benefit or 
advantage of the Complainant in this Cause. 


J. A. Simpson 1 
Examr. j 


(Sd.) 


122, Cross Deposition of Radakistno Bonnerjee. (Examined 1 September) 
1819 ). 

Deposition of a Witness taken in the above Cause by the Examiner 
of this Court—Radakistno Bonnerjee of Kidderpore in the district of 
twenty four Pergunnas Bhattacharjee aged thirty five years or there¬ 
abouts being produced as a witness on the part of the Complainant 
in this Cause and a Note having been delivered to Mr, William Smith 
Attorney for the said Complainant in this cause on the thirty first day 
of August one thousand eight hundred and nineteen the name title 
.and place of abode of the said Radakistno Bonnerjee He the said Rada¬ 
kistno Bonnerjee was afterwards on the said thirty first day of August 
one thousand eight hundred and nineteen sworn and on the first day of 
September in the said year was Examined on the Cross Interrogatories 
filed by the Defendant on the ninth day of August one thousand eight 
hundred and nineteen and Deposeth as follows— 

To the First Gross Interrogatory this deponent saith that he is 
about thirty six or thirty seven years of age Saith that he hath known 
the said Complainant from, his the said Complainants infancy and that 
he hath known the said defendant from his this deponents childhood 
Saith that he is not in any manner related to them or either of them 
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ith that he is a Bramin and subsists from the donations which ha 
receives from his disciples and the produce of some Bermutter land 
Saith that he lives and resides at Kissenagore in the Zillah of Hooghly 
where he hath lived and resided from his birth and that his family hath 
also lived and resided at the same place Saith that he hath dwelt and 
resided at Kissenagote from the month of Augrun in the Bengal year 
one thousand two hundred and three as he had done before that period. 

To the Second Cross Interrogatory this deponent saith that he was 
not acquainted with the concerns dealings transactions or property of 
any or either of the parties in the title of these interrogatories named or 
of the father or brothers of the defendant Saith that the defendant 
above named and his father and brothers apparently lived together as 
an undivided Hindoo family according to the best of the observation 
of him this deponent until the removal of Ramlochun Roy fro^m Langul- 
parah to Radanaghur about twenty years ago and that the said Ram- 
caunt Roy and his sons Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy con¬ 
tinued to live in the house at Langulparah until the time of the death 
of the said Ramcaunt Roy Saith that the said Ramcaunt Roy lived and 
resided during the above period sometimes at the said house at Langul¬ 
parah and sometimes in a house at Burdwan but that one of his wives 
the mother of the said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy always 
lived and resided at the said house at Langulparah Saith that the said 
Juggomohun Roy together with his farniiy continued to live and reside 
at the said house at Langulparah up to the time of his death about 
seven years ago and that his family still continue to live and reside 
there Saith that the family of the said Rammohun Roy continued to 
live and reside in the said house at Langulparah up to about two years 
when they were removed by the said Rammohun to his house at 
Roganauthpore Saith that during the period when the said family of the 
said Rammohun Roy lived and resided at Langulparah the said Ram¬ 
mohun Roy occasionally lived and resided there himself but was more 
generally absent Saith that he this deponent knows nothing about their 
gains or earnings or whether the same was carried to a common stock 
or not or in what manner the same was disposed of Saith that his means 
of knowledge are from being in the almost daily habit of seeing the 
family from his infancy Saith that he this deponent doth not know 
who had the possession or management of any common stock or fundi 
or of any fund of any kind during the lifetime of the said Ramcaunt 
Roy up to the time of his death or at any other time in the said family 
Saith that during the lifetime of the said Ramcaunt Roy the said Ram¬ 
caunt Roy appeared to be at the head and take the lead of the family. 
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To the Third Cross Interrogatory this deponent saith he doth not 
of his c*vn knowledge know but heard it generally spoken of at the 
time when the said Ramlochun Roy removed from Langulparah that 
the said Ranxcaunt Roy the father of the defendant in the title of these 
interrogatories named had allotted and divided his property among his 
sons the said Juggomohun Roy Ramlochun Roy and the defendant 
Rammohun Roy and that some writing or other had been executed 
on the occasion but that he this deponent did not hear what was the 
extent of the property so divided or whether the said Ramcaunt Roy 
had divided the whole of his property or who were the parties to the 
said writing Saith that on such partition being made no change whatever 
took place in the family of the said Ramcaunt Roy at the said house at 
Langulparah save and except the removal of the said Ramlochun Roy 
together with his mother and family to the said house at Radanaghur 
Saith that the said Ramcaunt Roy continued to live and reside at the 
said house at Langulparah subsequent to> the said partition or division 
in the same manner that he had done prior to it Saith that he occasion¬ 
ally went and lived and resided at Burdwan and that he was in the habit 
of doing so both prior to and after the said partition and division Saith 
that the partition about which he this deponent hath been speaking 
took place about twenty years agq Saith that the said Ramcaunt Roy 
died at Burdwan about fifteen years ago and that two of his wives were 
then living at Langulparah and the other at Radanaghur Saith that the 
said defendant was at Langulparah at the time of the said partition but 
how long he personally continued there he this deponent doth not 
recollect Saith that he hath heard that the said defendant hath been 
employed frorm time to time by different persons and in various offices 
after such partition and division and that he was also so employed both 
prior to the death of his father and before the said partition and division 
but that he this deponent doth not know by whom or when or where 
he was so employed Saith that he believes that the said defendant hath 
had means and opportunities of acquiring money after such partition and 
during the lifetime of his said father but to what extent he this clepo^ 
nent cannot form any judgment nor doth he know what the said Ram¬ 
mohun Roy did with any sum cr sums of money which he may so have 
earned Saith that the said Juggomohun Roy continued to live and reside 
at the said house at Langulparah after the said partition and division 
and during the lifetime of his father the said Ramcaunt Roy Saith that 
he this deponent doth not know whether the said juggomohun Roy was 
employed in any manner qr whether he entered into any dealings or 
business in any place or with any persons or person or not Saith that 
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after the date of the said partition the said Juggomohun Roy continued 
to look after the lands which his father held in farm, as he had done 
before that period but whether he made any gains or not he doth not 
kndw Saith that he this deponent doth not know what: property 
was allotted or divided by the said Ramcaunt Roy or what part or 
parts were allotted to his sons or son respectively or who after such 
partition received the rents and profits of the land which was allotted 
to the said Juggomohun Roy and the defendant respectively Saith 
that he this deponent doth not know who after such partition managed 
the lands which were allotted to the said Juggomohun Roy or who paid 
the Government Revenue thereof Saith that he doth not know the lands 
which were allotted to the said Juggomohun Roy under the said parti¬ 
tion but believes that whatever was so allotted to the said Juggomohun 
Roy under the said partition is now in the possession of the Com¬ 
plainant Saith that he this deponent doth not know whether the said 
Ramcaunt Roy did or did not retain and reserve to himself any landed 
property at the time of such partition or if he did who is now in posses¬ 
sion thereof and in the receipt of the rents and profits thereof Saith 
that the said Ramcaunt Roy died at Burdwan about fifteen years ago 
and the said' Juggdmohun Roy died at Langulparah about seven years 
ago Saith that the said Rammohun Roy was at some foreign part from 
home at the time of their respective deaths Saith that he this deponent 
doth not know who took possession of the Estate and property docu¬ 
ments books and accounts whereof the said Ramcaunt Roy and Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy respectively may have died possessed of or who is or are 
now in possession thereof Saith that the said Ramcaunt Roy and Juggo¬ 
mohun Rcy died possessed of some landed property but of what the 
same consisted or where it was situated he this deponent doth not know. 

To the Fourth Cross Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth 
not know of any separation or division which took place between the 
said Ramcaunt Roy and his said sons save and except as he this depo¬ 
nent hath already deposed in his answer to the next preceding interred 
gatory nor doth he know of any formal reunion which took place 
among them, at any period whatever Saith that he was not present at 
the execution of any deed of partition nor doth h e know of any such 
deed being cancelled or destroyed Saith that Ramlochun Roty on the 
said partition ,and division removed from the said house at Langulparah 
to the house at Radanaghur as he this depdnent hath already deposed 
Saith that he doth not know where the defendant was personally 
residing in the Bengal years one thousand two hundred and four one 
thousand two hundred and five and one thousand two hundred and 
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six or in the years one thousand two hundred and nine one thousand 
two hundred and ten and one thousand two hundred and eleven hut 
that his wives and family were living during all these periods at the 
house at Langulparah Saith that the said Ramcaunt Roy lived and 
resided partly at Langulparah and partly at Burdwan between the years 
one thousand two hundred and three and one thousand two hundred 
and ten Saith that the said Ramcaunt Roy departed this life at a house 
he had at Burdwan which was not a family house Saith that after such 
partition the said Ramcaunt Roy from time to time went over to 
Burdwan and personally resided there Saith that on some of these 
occasions he was attended by Juggomohun Roy and on other occasions 
by Ramlochun Roy but that he was never attended by any of his wives 
and that they never resided with him there Saith that the said Ramcaunt 
Roy was on some of these occasions attended by the defendant Rarn- 
mohun Roy to Burdwan when the said Rammohun Roy happened not 
to be absent from home Saith that the said Juggomohun Roy and the 
defendant continued to dwell at the house at Langulparah at such times 
as the said Ramcaunt Roy was absent at the said house at Burdwan and 
they not attending on him Saith that at the time of the death of the said 
Ramcaunt Roy Juggomohun Roy was at Midnapore and Rammohun Roy 
at some Foreign place but where he this deponent doth not know and 
that Ramlochun Roy was the only son at home and that he performed 
the sirhaud Saith that juggomohun Roy also performed the serhaud at 
Midnapore as it became him to do he being the eldest son Saith that 
he doth not know of the serhaud ever having been, jointly performed 
Saith that he doth not recollect whether he did or did not see the defen¬ 
dant at the family house at Langulparah during the Bengally years one 
thousand two hundred and four one thousand twqi hundred and five 
one thousand two hundred and six one thousand two hundred and 
seven one thousand two hundred >and eight one thousand two hundred 
and nine or one thousand two hundred and ten. 

To the sixth Cross Interrogatory this deponent saith that he hath 
heard that the said Juggomohun Roy was confined for some time but 
for what time he doth not know in the Gaol or prison of Midnapore 
on account of debt but whether he was unable to satisfy the same or 
what was the amount and nature thereof he this deponent doth not 
know nor doth he know whether the said defendant was in rich and 
opulent circumstances during the period of the said Juggomohun Roys 
confinement Saith that he doth not know when the said Juggomohun 
Roy was released from such confinement or how he obtained his release 
Saith that after the said Juggomohun Roy was released from his con- 
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finemenb he appeared to this deponent to be embarrassed in his pecu¬ 
niary circumstances but that he did not appear to be so previous to his 
confinement. 

To the Eighth Cross Interrogatory this deponent, saith that he doth 
know a house at Roganauthpore which is now occupied by the family 
of the said Rammohun Roy Saith that the said house was built four or 
five years after the death of his brother Juggomohun Roy and was about 
two years ago in a habitable condition Saith that the garden adjoining 
the said house was farmed and laid out by the said Juggomohun Roy 
during his lifetime and that he this deponent saw the said Juggomohun 
Roy in constant attendance superintending the laying out of and form¬ 
ing the same but at whose expence in particular the said garden was 
x and laid Qtut he this deponent doth not know nor doth he know 
whether any revenue is paid to Government for the said ground on 
which the said house is built or for the ground which constitutes the 
said garden or whether the said ground of the said house and garden 
is rent free Saith that he this deponent doth not know whether the 
said Juggomohun Roy purchased a piece or parcel of ground adjoining 
the said house and garden or not or whether any such ground is laying 
waste or not. 

To the Last Cross Interrogatory this deponent saith that he this 
deponent was never applied to by any person on the subject of giving 
evidence in this Cause until the mcrtnth of Agraun last when he was 
served with a subpoena by a sircar whom he doth not know and to 
whom he was pointed out by a Bramin who lives with the Complain¬ 
ant at Kishenaghur Saith that he hath received no sum of money nor 
hath he been promised any sum or sums of money to induce him to 
attend the examiner of this Honorable Court and to give evidence for 
the Complainant Saith that he came to Calcutta sometime in the month 
of Agraun last but at what particular date he doth not recollect Saith 
that no application or communication was made to* him this deponent 
on behalf of the Complainant touching his examination before he 
received such subpoena Saith that he hath attended at the office of the 
solicitor in this suit for the Complainant several times but that on his 
first attendance at such office he communicated to a person in the 
service of the said solicitor such circumstances as were within his 
knowledge relating to this cause Saith that x at any time com¬ 
municated to the said Complainant or to any other persons or person 
on his behalf either the particulars or substance of the matter to which 
he hath deposed in his examination in chief Saith that he believes that 
owing to his this deponents being the Proohit Bramin of the family 
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and in the constant habit of visiting it the Complainant was induced to 
serve him with a subpoena. 


J. A. Simpson 
Examr, 


} 
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123. Deposition of Ramchunder Bonnerjee a witness ptoduced on the part 
of Govindpersaud Roy. (Examined 2 September, 1818). 

Deposition of a Witness taken in the above Cause by the Examiner 
of this Court—Ramchunder Bonnerjee of Kidderpore in the district of 
twenty four Pergunnas Bhattacharjee aged Thirty years or thereabouts 
being produced as a witness on the part of the Complainant in this- 
cause and a note having been delivered to Mr. John Turner Attorney 
for the defendant in this cause on the ninth day of July one thousand 
eight hundred and nineteen of the name title and place of abode of 
the said Ramchunder Bonnerjee He the said Ramchunder Bonnerjee 
was afterwards on. the said ninth day of July one thousand eight hundred 
and nineteen sworn and on the second day of September in the said 
year was Examined on the Interrogatories filed by the said Complain¬ 
ant on the twenty seventh day of January one thousand eight hundred 
and eighteen and Deposeth as follows— 

To the First Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth know 
the parties the Complainant and he Defendant in the title of these 
interrogatories named Saith that he hath known the Complainant from 
his the said Complainants infancy and that he hath known the defen¬ 
dant from his this deponents infancy Saith that he knew Ramcaunt 
Roy a little but hath not any very distinct recollection of him who was 
the father of the said defendant and the grandfather of the said Com¬ 
plainant Saith that he knew Juggomohun Roy and Ramlochun Roy who 
were the sons of the said Ramcaunt Roy in their lifetimes and 
which said Juggomohun Roy was the father of the said Complainant 
Saith that h e believes that he knew Ramcaunt Roy for about three or 
four years before his death and that he died about fifteen years ago at 
Burdwan and of which he this deponent heard at the time at the house 
of the said Ramcaunt Roy at Langulparah Saith that he knew the said 
Juggomohun Roy from his this deponents infancy up to the time of the 
death of him the said Juggomohun Roy which happened about ten 
years ago at Langulparah and of which he heard at the time when it 
happened as he this deponent lived about half an English mile or 
quarter of a Coss from the said house at Langulparah Saith that he 
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lew the said Ramlochun Roy from his this deponents infancy up to 
the time of the death of the said Ramlochun Roy which happened about 
eleven years ago at Langulparah and which he this deponent heard at 
the time. 

To the Second Interrogatory this deponent saith that he had not 
the means and opportunity of knowing and being acquainted with nor 
was he acquainted with the affairs and concerns of the said family 
during the lifetime of the said Ramcaunt Roy or since his death other 
than that to all appearance they appeared to him this deponent to be 
a joint and undivided family Saith that he was in the habits of visiting 
the family. 

To the Third Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth not 
recollect the time when the said Ramcaunt Roy and his said three sons 
Juggomohun Roy Ramlochun Roy and Rammohun Roy lived together 
at the house at Langulparah and formed an undivided Hindoo family 
but recollects the time when the said Ramcaunt Roy Juggomohun Roy 
and the family of Rammohun Roy lived together at Langulparah and in 
appearance formed an undivided Hindoo family and that the said 
Rammohun Roy occasionally came and resided in the said family but 
was more generally absent from it Saith that he this deponent doth not 
know any thing of any partition or division which took place at any 
time but hath heard for these last four or five years as well at Langul¬ 
parah as at other places that a partition had taken place during the 
lifetime of the said Ramcaunt Roy between him the said Ramcaunt Roy 
and his three sons and that in consequence thereof the said Ramlochun 
Roy had removed from the house at Langulparah to> the house at 
Radanagore Saith that he did not hear what lands houses or property 
were divided under the said partition. 

To the Fourth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he this depo¬ 
nent doth not know of any partition as he hath deposed in his answer 
to the next preceding interrogatory Saith that from the time that he hath 
known the family he hath known the said Ramlochun, Roy to live at 
the house at Radanaghur with his wife mother and family and hath 
known the said Ramcaunt Roy Juggomohun Roy and family and the 
family erf the said Rammohun Roy to live and reside at the house at 
Langulparah and to form in appearance an undivided Hindoo family 
Saith that about two years ago the said Rammohun Roy removed his 
family from the said house at Langulparah to a house built by him at 
Roganauthpore and that the mother of the said Juggomohun Roy and 
Rammcbun Roy and the family of the said Juggomohun Roy have con¬ 
tinued to live and reside at the said house at Langulparah ever since 
28 
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Saith that his means of knowledge are from* living in the neighbourhood 
and from being acquainted with all the said parties and from being in 
the habit of visiting the family almost daily. 

To the Twelfth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth know 
that some money was laid out and expended during the lifetime of 
the said Juggomohun Roy in making into a garden certain ground situate 
at Roganauthpore in the Pergunnah of Jehanabad and Zillah of Hooghly 
and not Rurdwan and in constructing a certain thatched house thereon 
called an Autchalla but dcfch not know out of which funds the said 
sums were paid or what was the amount thereof. 

To the 'Thirteenth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth 
know that the Talook of Kishenagore and Beerldok were purchased by 
the family during the lifetime of the said Juggomohun Roy and when 
the said Juggomohun Roy and the family of the said Rammohun Roy 
lived together at Langulparah and that the said Talooks were generally 
considered as the joint property of the said Juggomohun Roy and Ram¬ 
mohun Roy but that he this deponent doth not know who actually made 
the purchase oir out of whose or what fund the same were paid for 
Saith that he is not able to state and describe the extent or value of the 
said Talooks Saith that he doth not know of any Talooks which may 
have been purchased by the said Rammohun Rdy subsequent to the 
death of the said Juggomohun Roy nor doth he know of any houses 
that were purchased by them or either of them at any time. 

To the Fourteenth Interrogatory this deponent saith that the said 
Juggomohun Roy and the said defendant during the lifetime of the 
said Juggomohun Roy lived together and did to every appearance form 
an undivided Hindoo family and did net in any degree appear to be 
separate and divided from each other Saith that the mother of the 
said Juggomohun Roy and the defendant Rammohun Roy lived in the 
said family and partook cf everything in common with the other 
members of the family and appeared to be supported in the same man¬ 
ner that the other members ,of the said family were Saith that the reli¬ 
gious ceremonies performed in the family were performed in one place 
and not in distinct and separate places and that the same were paid 
fc'r by the Naib of the family for the time being who seemed to be the 
common servant of the family and not the servant of any particular 
member thereof Saith that his mode of defraying the expences of the 
family and of supporting the mother of the said Rammohun Roy and of 
defraying the religious expences of the family was continued up to 
about two years ago when the said Rammohun Roy removed his family 
from the said house at Langulparah to the said house at Roganauthpore 
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Saith that his means of knowledge are from being in the habit of 
visiting the family. 

To the Fifteenth Interrogatory this deponent saith that the said 
Complainant at; the time of the death of hi& father Juggomohun Roy 
was about thirteen years of age which he this deponent knows from 
having known the said Complainant from his birth Saith that he this 
deponent doth not know who at the death of the said Juggomohun Roy 
possessed themselves or himself of the Estate immoveable and move- 
able which belonged to the said Juggomohun Roy or in which he may 
have been interested in his lifetime nor doth he know of what the same 
consisted or what was the value of the said Estate immoveable or 
moveable. 

To the Sixteenth Interrogatory this deponent saith that the said 
Complainant and the wives of his father Juggomcbun Roy and the 
wives and mother of the defendant Rammohun Roy did after the death 
of the said Juggomohun Rby live together and form in every appearance 
an undivided Hindoo family till about two years ago when the said 
Rammohun Roy removed his wives to Roganauthpore but what was his 
inducement for so doing he this deponent doth not know. 

To the Last Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth not 
know of any other matteT or thing which may be of benefit or advantage 
to the Complainant in this Cause. 


J. A. Simpson ) 
Examr. f 
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124. Cross Deposition of Ramchunder Bonnerjee. (Examined 2 September, 
1819 ). 

Deposition of a Witness taken in the above Cause by the Examiner 
of this Court—Ramchunder Bonnerjee of Kidderpore in the district of 
twenty four Pergunnahs Bhuttacharjee aged thirty years or thereabouts 
being produced as a witness qn the part of the Complainant in this 
Cause and a Note having been delivered to Mr. William Smith attorney 
for the said Complainant in this cause on the thirty first day of August 
one thousand eight hundred and nineteen of the name title and place 
of abode of the said Ramchunder Bonnerjee He the said Ramchunder 
Bonnerjee was afterwards on the said thirty first day of August one 
thousand eight hundred and nineteen sworn and on the second day of 
September in the said year was Examined on the Cross Interrogatories 
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by the Defendant on the ninth day of August one thousand eight 
hundred and nineteen and Deposeth as follows— 

fo the First Cross Interrogatory this deponent saith that he believes 
that he is about thirty or thirty two years of age Saith that he hath known 
the Complainant from hi s said Complainants birth and that he hath 
known the defendant frcim hi s this deponents infancy Saith that he is 
not in any degree related to them or either of them Saith that he is a 
Bramin and subsists by what he gains as a Bramin from officiating in 
families and different places Saith that he and his family reside at 
Kissenagore where he and his family have constantly resided and where 
he this depclnent hath resided from his birth Saith that he hath of course 
lived and resided at the said place from the month of Augrun in the 
Bengal year one thousand two hundred and three. 

To the Second Cross Interrogatory this deponent saith that he is not 
acquainted with the concerns dealings transactions or the property of 
any or either of the parties in the title of these interrogatories named 
or of the father or brother of the defendant abctfve named Saith that he 
doth not know that the said defendant or his brother or father ever 
had or had net any united stock or fund or whether they did or did 
not contribute to any common stock Saith that from the time that he 
hath known the said family the said Ramlochun Roy hath lived and 
resided with his family at Radanaghur Saith that he doth net recollect 
what was particularly done during the lifetime of Ramcaunt Roy of 
whom he hath but a faint recollection but that Juggomohun Roy and 
his family and the family of the said Rammohun Roy and his mother 
lived together in the same house at Langulparah and formed to every 
appearance an undivided Hindoo family until about two years ago when 
the said Rammohun Roy removed his family to the said house at 
Roganauthpore. 

To the Third Cross Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth 
not know but that he heard fdur or five years ago that the said Ram- 
caunt Roy had divided his property between his sons and that some 
writing had been executed between them on that occasion but did not 
know what was the purport of the said paper writing cir what property 
was the subject of such division Saith that he hath already stated the 
manner in which the said family have respectively lived since he hath 
known them Saith that from the time that he first knew the said Ram¬ 
caunt Roy up to the time of his death his family house was at Langul¬ 
parah though he occasionally went to reside at Burdwan Saith that he 
doth not know when any partition took place in the said family or when 
the defendant may have dwelt or resided after any partition during the 
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lifetime of the said Rameaunt Roy Saith that from the time that he this 
deponent recollects the defendant Rammohun Roy this deponent hath 
heard of the said defendant being employed from time to time by 
different persons in different capacities but for what particular periods 
or by what particular persons he this deponent hath not heard nor doth 
he know Saith that he doth not know whether the defendant had the 
means of acquiring any moiney by means of such service or what he 
may have done with the money he may have so earned Saith that he 
doth not know but that he hath heard that Juggomohun Roy had been 
in some employ during the lifetime of his father but with the parti¬ 
culars of such employ he this deponent did not hear nor doth he other¬ 
wise know Saith that he doth not know what property was allotted or 
divided by the said Rameaunt Roy or what was allotted to his sons 
respectively or who received the rents and profits of the land allotted 
to Juggomohun Roy and the defendant respectively or who paid the 
government revenue thereof Saith that he doth not know what, landed 
property was allotted under the said partiticln to the said Juggomohun 
Roy or who is’ now in possession thereof or whether any landed pro¬ 
perty was retained by the said Rameaunt Roy at the time of such parti¬ 
tion or not Saith that Rameaunt Roy died about fifteen years ago at 
Burdwan and that the said Juggomohun Roy died about ten years ago 
at Langulparah Saith that the defendant was absent at the time of their 
respective deaths but in what country he was he this deponent doth 
not know Saith that he doth not know who took possession of the 
Estate and property documents books and accounts whereof the said 
Rameaunt Roy and Juggomohun Roy respectively died possessed or 
who is or are now in possession thereof respectively or of what they 
the said Rameaunt Roy or Juggomohun Roy died possessed of 
respectively. 
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To the Fourth Cross Interrogatory this deponent saith that he hath 
not spoken of any partition at division within his own knowledge but 
hath said in his answer to the Interrogatories in Chief that he had heard 
that a partition had taken place during the lifetime of Rameaunt Roy 
and that from the time that he this deponent recollects the family he 
hath known the said Ramlcichun Roy to live at the said house at Rada- 
naghur and the said Rameaunt Rcy as far as he can recollect and the 
said Juggomohun Roy and their respective families and the family of 
the said Rammohun Roy lived and resided at the said house at Langul- 
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U* . and that to the observation of him. this deponent they appeared to 

form an undivided Hindoo family Saith that he this deponent doth not 
know of any reunion nor doth he of his own knowledge know of any 
deed cowriting of partition between the said parties but hath heard that 
some writing had passed between them at the time that the partition took 
place during the lifetime of the said Ramcaunt Roy Saith that h£ never 
knew or heard of the cancelling or destroying of . any deed or paper 
writing which had been executed by the said parties Saith that he doth 
not know where the defendant dwelt and resided in the Bengal years 
one thousand two hundred and four one thousand two hundred and 
five and one thousand two hundred and six or in the Bengally years one 
thousand two hundred and nine one thousand two hundred and ten or 
' one thousand two hundred and eleven Saith that between the years pne 
thousand two hundred and three and one thousand two hundred and 
ten the said Ramcaunt Roy lived and resided at the said house at 
Langulparah with his family but that he went from; time to time during 
that period to reside at a house which he had at Burdwan but %as 
not accompanied by his wives or any or either of them Saith that the 
said Ramcaunt Roy died about fifteen or sixteen years ago as he this de¬ 
ponent believes the said house at Burdwan but that he this deponent 
hath not any distinct recollection of that fact Saith that he hath not 
any distinct recollection of any thing which happened in the lifetime 
of Ramcaunt Roy his death having taken place so many year® ago 
Saith that he doth not know whether any part of the family accom¬ 
panied him to Burdwan at such times as he went to live there or where 
the said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy dwelt and resided when 
the said Ramcaunt Rcy dwelt at Burdwan Saith that he this deponent 
doth not recollect who performed the Serhaud of the said Ramcaunt 
Roy after his death or whether the same was performed jointly or 
separately Saith that he this deponent doth not recollect whether he 
did or did not see the said defendant at the house at Langulparah 
during the Bengally years one thousand two hundred and four one thou¬ 
sand two hundred and five one thousand two hundred and six one thou¬ 
sand two hundred and seven one thousand two hundred and eight one 
thousand two hundred and nine one thousand two hundred and teiff 
To the Sixth Cross Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth not 
know that the said Juggomohun Roy was ever confined in* the Gaol 
or prison of Midnapore but that he this deponent hath heard that the 
said Juggomohun Roy was confined in the said Gaol or prison of Midna¬ 
pore but whether he was so confined for debt or on any other account 
he this deponent did not hear Saith that he did not know for how long 
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a period the said Juggomohun Ro„y was so confined or by what means 
he was released Saith that he did not observe that the said Juggomohun 
Roy in His lifetime was greatly or in any case embarrassed in his circum¬ 
stance as far as he this deponent could observe. 

To the Eighth Cross Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth 
know a house at Roganauthpore which is now occupied by the family 
of the said Ramimohun Roy Saith that the building of the said house 
was commenced with about four or five years after the death of the 
said Juggomohun Roy and that the said house was made habitable 
about two years ago when the same was occupied by the family of the 
defendant Rammohun Roy Saith that the said Garden adjoining the said 
house was formed and laid out by the said Juggomohun Roy in his 
lifetime but with whose expence he this deponent doth not know Saith 
that he this deponent doth not know whether any Revenue is paid to 
Government for the said ground on which the said house is built and 
garden formed nor doth he this deponent know that the said land is 
rent free Saith that he this deponent doth not know of any piece or 
parcel land adjoining the said garden that was purchased by the said 
Juggomohun Roy and which is now laying waste or which is distinct and 
separate from the said ground on which the said house is built and 
garden, formed. 

Ta the Last Cross Interrogatory this deponent saith that the first 
intimation he had of his being required to give evidence in this Cause 
was being served with a subpoena in the month of Agraun last by one 
Juggomohun Pundit who resides in the house of the Complainant at 
Langulparah Saith that he hath received no sum nor hath he been pro¬ 
mised any to render him this deponent to attend the Examiner of this 
Honourable Court for the purpose of giving his evidence on behalf of 
the Complainant Saith that he this deponent came to Calcutta in the 
month of Agraun last Saith that he was served with a Subpoena within 
a few yards qf his dwelling house at Kissenagur Saith that no application 
or communication was made to him on behalf of the Complainant 
touching his examination before he received such Subpoena Saith that 
since he hath been in Calcutta he hath attended at the office of the Soli¬ 
citor cf the Complainant several times and that on cne of these occasions 
he communicated to one of the assistants of the Solicitor what he this de¬ 
ponent knew relating to this cause and which communication was taken 
down in writing Saith that he believes that the Complainant served this 
deponent with a Subpoena because he was in the habits of visiting his 
family and was acquainted with many qf the circumstances relating to 
it Saith that he hath not communicated to the said Complainant or to 



any other person or persons on his behalf the particulars or substance 
of the matters to which he hath deposed in his Examination in Chief, 

J. A. Simpson, \ 

Examr. / (Sd.) 


125. Deposition of Oboychurn Outt a witness produced on tho part of 
Govincfpersaud Roy. (Examined 6 September, 1819). 

Deposition of a Witness taken in the above Cause by the Examiner 
of this Court—Oboychurn Dutt of Kidderpore in the district of twenty 
four Pergunnahs Sircar aged seventy two years or thereabouts being 
produced as a witness on the part of the Complainant in this cause and 
a Note having been delivered to Mr. John Turner attorney for the de¬ 
fendant in this cause on the ninth day of July one thousand eight 
hundred and nineteen of the name title and place of abode of the said 
Oboychurn Dutt He the said Obc/ychurn Dutt was .afterwards on the said 
ninth day of July one thousand eight hundred and nineteen sworn and 
on the sixth day of September in the said year was Examined on the 
Interrogatories filed by the said Complainant on the twenty seventh day 
of January one thousand eight hundred and eighteen and Deposeth as 
follows— 

To the First Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth know 
the parties the Complainant and the Defendant in the title of these in¬ 
terrogatories named and that he hath known them from their infancy 
respectively Saith that he did know in their respective lifetimes Ram- 
caunt Roy wh^ was the father of the defendant and the grandfather 
of the said Complainant and Juggomohun Roy and Ramlochun Roy 
who were the sons of the said Ramcaunt Rcy and which said Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy was the father of the said Complainant Saith that he knew 
the said R.amcaunt Rcy for about twenty years before his decease and 
was in his service Saith that he knew the said Juggomohun Roy and Ram¬ 
lochun Roy from their respective infancies up to their respective deaths 
Saith that the said Ramcaunt Roy died about sixteen years ago at 
Burdwan of which he this deponent heard at the time that it took place 
Saith that the said Juggomohun Roy died about seven or eight years ago 
at his house at Langulparah which he this deponent heard on the day 
that it happened and saw his corpse as he this deponent lives about a 
quarter of a cc*ss from the house of the said Juggomohun Roy at 
Langulparah Saith that the said Ramlochun Roy died .about nine years 
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ago, at the house of the said Ramlochun Roy at Langulparah and which 
he this deponent heard on the day it happened. 

To the Second Interrogatory this deponent saith that he had the 
means and opportunity of knowing and being acquainted with some of 
the affairs and concerns of the said family during the lifetime of the said 
Ramcaunt Roy but that he had not the like opportunity of seeing and 
being acquainted with the affairs and transactions of the said family 
after his death, Saith that his means of knowing and being acquainted 
with the affairs and concerns of the said Ramcaunt Roy are from having 
been in his service for upwards of ten years in different capacities and 
up to within ten years of his death and from being in the habits subse¬ 
quent to his leaving the service of the said Ramcaunt Roy of visiting his 
family. 

To, the Third Interrogatory this deponent saith that about twenty 
fours years ago the said Ramcaunt Roy removed with his family and 
three sons from the ancestorial house at Radanaghur to a house at 
La n gail par ah and that at that time the said Ramcaunt Roy formed an 
undivided Hindoo family with his said sons Saith that they continued in 
this state for two or three years when the said Ramlochun Roy removed 
back to the ancestorial house at Radanaghur Saith that ,at the time 
when the said Ramlochun Roy went back to> the said house at Rada¬ 
naghur he this deponent heard it publicly talked off that the said 
Ramicaunt Roy had divided his property amongst his three sons and 
that the said Ramlochun Roy had got a part of the said house at Rada¬ 
naghur as a part of his share or portion under such division Saith that 
he this deponent also heard at the same time that the said Juggomohun 
Roy had allotted to him the garden of Chetwah a garden and Tank at 
Kissenagore and some other lands that the said Ramlochun Roy had 
in addition to the said share in the said house at Radanaghur allotted 
to him, a garden situated at Kistnobutty and a Tank and some other 
lands and that the said Rammohun Roy had allotted to him under the 
said division a parcel of land situate at Langulparah another parcel 
of Paddy field consisting of about nine begahs situate at Kissenaghur 
and another parcel of ground situate at Chunderconah and that he had 
besides some other property allotted to him of the particulars of which 
he this deponent is not acquainted Saith all the said lands of which he 
this deponent hath spoken as having been allotted to the said parties 
he this deponent hath since seen in their possession. 

To the Fourth Interrogatory this deponent saith that after this parti¬ 
tion of which he this deponent hath spoken in his answer to the next 
preceding fourth interrogatory the said Ramcaunt Roy continued to 
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live and reside at the said house at Langulparah with his sons the said 
Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy and his and their respective 
families or a joint and undivided Hindoo family in every respect in the 
same manner that they appeared to have done before such partition 
and which he the said Ramcaunt Roy continued to do up to the time 
of his death Saith that the family of the said Rammohun Roy continued 
to live in the said house as a part of the said family until about three 
years ago when the said Rammohun Roy removed them to the said 
house at Rogonauthpcfre Saith that he this deponent knows of no other 
separation that took place in the said family than what he hath spoken 
of nor doth he know of any reunion. 

Tq( the Fifth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth not 
know but hath heard of a Talook called Govindpore but where it is 
situate he this deponent doth not know Saith that he hath also heard 
of a Talook called Rammesserpore situate in the Pergunnah of Chunder- 
conah in the Zillah of Burdwan and that the same had been purchased 
by Gungadhur Ghose and Ramtonoo Roy during the lifetime of the 
said Ramcaunt Roy but when or where or at what sale or with whose 
monies or on whose account the same was purchased he this deponent 
did not hear nor doth he otherwise know. 

1 a the Sixth Interrogatory this deponent saith that he hath heard 
from the mother of the defendant Rammohun Roy that the said 
Talooks of Govindpore and Rammesserpore had been purchased by 
Ramtonoqt Roy and Gungadhur Ghose but that he heard no particulars 
as to why the said Talooks had been purchased by them, Or whether 
they were purchased in their names or not or whether they weTe pur¬ 
chased in their names on the account of any other perscm Or not Saith 
that the defendants mother said that she supposed the same was a 
Benami purchase or a purchase in another persons name Saith that 
about two or three months after this conversation and information he 
this deponent by the said mother of the said Rammohun Roy that the 
said defendant Rammohun Roy had purchased the said Talooks of 
Govindpore and Rammesserpore from them, the said Ramtonoo Roy 
and Gungadhur Ghose. 

To the Seventh Interrogatory this deponent saith that he this depo¬ 
nent hath heard it generally talked of that at the time of the death of 
the said Ramcaunt Roy one Rajiblochun Roy was in possession of the 
said Talooks called Govindpore and Rammesserpore and that he is 
still in the possession and management of the same Saith that he this 
deponent never saw those Talooks himself or either of them nor did he 
ever see the said Juggomohun Roy or the said defendant give any 


SELECTIONS FROM OFFICIAL LETTERS AND DOCUMENTS 



§ 


directions or hold any communication with the Gomasthas or tenants 
of the said Talooks or exercise any acts of ownership with respect to 
the same. 


To the Eleventh Interrogatory this deponent saith that he doth 
know a certain Talook or Putteney Talook called Kissenagur situate 
in the Pergunnah of Jehanabad in the Zillah of Hooghly Saith that he 
also knew a certain other Talook named Beerlook situate in the same 
Pergunnah and Zillah and a certain other Talook or Putteney Talook 
situate in the Pergunnah of Byrah in the Zillah of Hooghly and a certain 
other Talook or Putteney Talook named Serampore in the Pergunnah 
Booirsut in the same Zillah Saith that he hath heard that the Talooks 
of Kissenaghur and Beerlook were purchased By Rajiblochun Roy that 
the Talook of Langulparah was purchased by Ramlochun Roy and the 
Talook of Serampore was purchased by Juggernaut Mozumdar and 
that all these purchases were made after the death of the said Ramcaunt 
Roy but when they were purchased or with whose funds or monies he 
this deponent doth not know nor doth he know the value or annual 
profits of the said Talooks Saith that the defendant Rammohun Roy is 
now in possession, thereof and he believes must enjoy the rents and 
profits thereof as he this deponent sees people whom, he knows to be 
in the service of the said Rammohun Roy at present in possession of 
these Talooks Saith that it was about two years ago when the said 
Rammohun Roy was in possession of the said Talooks but that Rajib¬ 
lochun Roy is now in possession of the same and holds under him. 


J. A. Simpson 
Examr. 
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12$. Cross Interrogatories to be administered to Tarreney Daby on the 
part and behalf of Rammohun Roy. (Filed 8 September, 1819). 

Cross Interrogatories to be administered to Tarreney 
Dabee, if she shall be produced sworn and Examined 
on the part and behalf of the Complainant in a certain 
Cause now pending and at issue in the said Supreme 
Court of Judicature wherein Govindpersaud Roy, the 
son Heir and legal Representative of Juggcmohun Roy 
deceased is Complainant and Rammohun Roy is 
Defendant. 
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ID BEHALF OF THE DEFENDANT 
ABOVENAMED 


First Interrogatory...Are you not th e Widow of Ramcaunt Roy who 
in his life time was the Father of Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun 
Roy in the Title of these Interrogatories named and ate you not the 
Mother of the said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy? Did not 
the said Ramcaunt Roy in the month of Augran and Bengal year one 
thousand two hundred and three in your presence and with your 
knowledge execute a Paper writing or Deed of Partition whereby a 
certain Part of his property among his sons and retained other parts 
thereof for his own use and benefit? If yea what portions of the pro¬ 
perty of the said Ramcaunt Roy are allotted to his sons respectively 
and what proportions thereof were reserved for himself ? Did you not 
hear from the said Ramcaunt Roy, why or for what reason he had 
made such partition of his property during his life time ? If yea de¬ 
clare what reasons were assigned by the said Ramcaunt Roy for so 
dividing and allotting his property? Did not the sons of the said Ram¬ 
caunt Roy, or either and which of them immediately after such parti¬ 
tion take possession of the respective shares of property, which were 
allotted to them by such partition and did not the said Ramcaunt Roy 
retain the possession of such property as had been reserved for himself 
on the occasion of such partition and if yea declare, if you know what 
particular parts parcels or portions of Property were respectively kept 
by the said Ramcaunt Roy and delivered to the possession of his sons 
respectively ? What parts or portions of Landed Property were allotted 
or given to your son Juggomohun Roy as you know, or have heard from 
the said Ramcaunt Roy or Juggomohun Roy or believe, Did not the 
paTts or portions of Landed Property which were given or allotted to 
the said Juggofrnohun Roy continue under his exclusive management 
and controul from the time of such partition and have you not heard 
from the said Juggomohun Roy in his life time that from the period 
of such partition he continued exclusively to manage and possess the 
parts or portions of Landed Property which had been so allotted to him 
as aforesaid and thatJhe said Juggomohun Roy in hi 8 life time Mort¬ 
gaged exchanged and sold certain parts and what parts of such last 
mentioned Landed Property? If you shall have said either now or 
in your examination in Chief that the said Juggomohun Ray from and 
after such partition did not manage or possess the parts or parcels of 
Landed Property which were allotted to him by his said father at the 
time of such partition as aforesaid then declare by what person or 
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persons by name such last mentioned parts or parcels cl property were 
managed or possessed from the time of such partition and who managed 
or possessed the same at the time of the death of Juggofmohun Roy and 
who is now in the possession or management thereof and particularly 
set forth and explain the means and grounds of yc<ur knowledge herein 
and the whole truth declare. 

Second Interrogatory... Where did Ramcaunt Roy your late 
Husband reside, from the Month of Augran in the Bengal year one 
thousand two hundred and three until the time of his death and when 
and where particularly did he depart this life? Did he not, after the 
time of the Partition in the First Interrogatory mentioned, and until the 
period of his death, generally reside, in a Certain Lodging House or in 
certain Lodging houses at Burdwan and which had been reserved by 
the said Ramcaunt Rcy for his own use at the time of the said partition 
and did not the said Ramcaunt Roy live separate and apart from his 
Family and away from, the Family House from the time of the said 
partition until the period of his death and what change or changes 
was or were made in respect of the management and support of the 
family of the said Ramcaunt Roy from and after the partition aforesaid ? 
Where and by whom and at whose expence was the sheraud of the 
said Ramcaunt Roy performed after his death? was the said sheraud 
performed by all' his surviving sons jointly or separately and how ? Did 
Juggomohun Roy contribute any and what sum of money and how and 
in what manner and through whom, towards defraying the Charge or 
expence of the Sheraud of his said Father? What sum was expended 
on account of the sheraud of the said Ramcaunt Roy and what person 
by name paid the same? Was not the sheraud of your late husband 
performed by some and by what branch or member of his family at the 
family house at Nangurparah and did you not Mortgage the Jewels 
of your Grandson Gooroodoss Muckerjee and borrow a sum of money 
and to what amount ,and from whom, in order to enable you to defray 
the expence of the last mentioned Ceremony? Was not that Ceremony 
or Sheraud so performed at Nangurparah a Ceremony in which Ram- 
mohun Roy the Defendant did not participate or join /and by or in the 
name of which of the sons of Ramcaunt Roy was the sheraud at Nan- 
guarpara performed? Where was your son Juggomohun Roy at the 
time when the sheraud was performed at Nangoorpara and did he con¬ 
tribute any and what sum or sums of money to defray the expence of 
that Sheraud ? If not why not ? Do you not know, and have you not 
heard from your son Juggomohun Roy and from his son the Complain¬ 
ant in the Title of these Interrogatories named and do you not believe 
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that a separate Ceremoiny or sheraud was performed by the Defendant 
Rammohun Roy at or near Calcutta to the memory of your late Husband 
and that the expence of such last mentioned Ceremony was entirely 
defrayed by the said Rammohun Roy? Where was Rammohun Rcry, 
as you know hive heard, or do believe at the time of the death of the 
said Ramcaunt Roy and when his sheraud was performed at the Family 
residence at Nangocrpara Declare all you know of the matters respect¬ 
ing which you have been last Interrogated and the whole truth declare. 

Third Interrogatory,.. Did not your late husband Ramcaunt Roy 
die possessed of moveable and immoveable property and in particular 
did he not die possessed of the whole or of any and of what part of the 
Landed Property which he reserved for his own use at the time of the 
partition in, the First Interrogatory mentioned and especially describe 
what property moveable and immoveable the said Ramcaunt Roy was 
possessed of or entitled unto at the time cf his death? If you shall 
have said, that the said Ramicaunt Roy did not die possessed of the 
wholfe o(f the property which he reserved for himself at the time of 
such partition, then explain what had become thereof and how such 
last mentioned property had gone out of the possession of the said 
Ramcaunt Roy in his life time? What person or persons by name took 
possession df the property moveable and immoveable of which the slid 
Ramcaunt Roy died possessed or to which he was entitled and what 
person or persons by name is or are now in the possession thereof or 
of any part thereof? and particularly explain what part or parts of the 
property, whereof the said Ramcaunt Roty died possessed is now in the 
possession of such person or persons respectively ? Declare all you 
know &ca. 

Fourth Interrogatory... Do you not know that at the time of the 
partition in the First Interrogatory mentioned one moiety of a certain 
dwelling House and Rerhouse with Tanks and Ground thereunto belong¬ 
ing and also about Eight Biggahs of Paddy Land at Mouza Crisliena- 
ghur and about five Biggahs of Paddy Lind at Badul Coor and also a 
certain Berhouse with three Biggahs of Land situate at Crishenaghur 
and also a certain Tank called the Chotah Gila Tank and also thirty 
Biggahs of Land situated at Hubibpore and also certain Lands at 
Gopalpoor and also three Biggahs of Land in the Mouza of Gopinauth- 
poor and also a certain Lodging house with one Biggah of Land situate 
at Higensba Govindpoor and also certain Lands called Danga Gala 
matie in the Mouza of Khanpoor containing three Biggahs and also a 
certain Talook called Hureerampoor in the Pergunnah of Cheetooah 
were respectively allotted by your late Husband Ramcaunt Roy and 
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the possession thereof respectively delivered to your Late son Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy? Did not the said Juggomohun Roy after such Partition 
exclusively possess and manage the whole of the parcels of Landed 
property herein last enumerated .and receive the rents and profits there¬ 
of during the life time of your Late husband Ramcaunt Roy ? Who was 
in the possession of all or of any or of either of the said parcels of 
Landed property at the time of the death of your said Late Husband 
and who was in. possession of all or of any or of either of the parcels 
of property respecting which you have been last Interrogated, after the 
death of your Late husband and until the death of youx late son Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy and when and where particularly did the said Juggomohun 
Roy depart this life ? What person or persons by name was in posses¬ 
sion of the said parcels of property, or of any or of either and of which 
of them immediately after the death of the said Juggomohun Roy and 
what person or persons by name was or were in possession of the 
said Talook of Hvu eerampore at the time of the death of the said 
Juggomohun Roy and what person or persons by name is or are now 
in the possession of the parcels of property herein last enumerated and 
allotted to the said Juggomohun Roy at the time of such partition and 
what person or persona by name is or are ncxw in the receipt of the rents 
and profits of the said Talook of Hureerampore ? Did your son Juggo** 
mohun Roy die possessed of any and of what property moveable or 
immoyeable ? If yea describe the same fully and particularly and 
declare whether the Complainant in the title of these Interrogatories 
named did or did not, on the death of the said Juggomohun Roy take 
possession of all the property moveable and immoveable whereof his 
Father Juggomohun Roy died possessed or entitled unto. If not what 
person or persons by name did take possession of the Estate and pro¬ 
perty of the said Juggomjohun Roy at the time of his death? Declare 
&ca. 


Fifth Interrogatory.Did not Juggomohun Roy the Father of the 

Complainant in the Title of these Interrogatories named, sometime in 
the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and five purchase a Piece 
of Aima L^nd at Kubilpoor and did you not hear from the said Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy and from the said Complainant or from one and which of 
them that the same was purchased with the monies of the said Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy and did not the said Juggomohun Roy enjoy the rents and 
profits cf the said piece of Land at Kubilpore, ( as his own and exclusive 
property and did or did not the said piece of Land last mentioned de¬ 
scend to the said Complainant or what became thereof and what person 
or persons by name is or are now in the possession of the said Last 
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mentioned piece of Land as you know, or have heard from the said 
Complainant and do believe ? Declare &ca. 


Sixth Interrogatory.,.Was not your late son Juggomohun Roy by 
the authority or in consequence of the prosecution of the Public officers 
of the Government of Fort Willi,amt imprisoned in the Gaol of Midna- 
pore during the Bengal years one thousand two hundred and eight, one 
thousand two hundred and nine, one thousand two hundred and ten, 
one thousand two hundred and eleven and one thousand two hundred 
and twelve and for what length or period of time ? Did you not hear 
from the said Juggomohun Roy and from the Complainant his son and 
do you not otherwise know and believe that the said Juggomohun Roy 
was, so imprisoned on account of the arrears of Revenue due from the 
said Juggomohun Roy to the said Government on account o\f the Talook 
of Hureerampore in the Fourth Interrogatory mentioned and of which 
the said Juggomohun Roy had taken possession in virtue of the allotment 
and partitioon respecting which you have been before interrogated? 
Did not the s,aid arrear of Revenue for which the said Juggomohun Roy 
was so confined at Midnapore amount to five thousand Rupees or 
thereabouts? Did not you contribute to maintain and support the 
said Juggomohun Roy while he continued in such confinement at Midna¬ 
pore and did you not allow and send to him the Monthly sum of Ten 
Rupees or thereabouts? Where was your son the Defendant Ram- 
mohun Roy, during the period while the said Juggomohun Roy was so 
imprisoned at Midnapore? Was not the said Rammohun Roy at that 
period in rich and opulent circumstances and was he not actually em¬ 
ployed in the service of the said Government as Dewan to the Collector 
of Dacca while the said Juggomohun Roy was so confined at Midnapore ? 
Hc<w did the said Juggomohun Roy obtain his release from the prison 
of Midnapore ? Did he not enter into engagements which were 
guaranteed by Ramlochun Roy and Soobachunder Roy his sureties to 
pay the sum* due on account of the said arrear of Revenue by Instal¬ 
ments and did you not by the Mortgage of Jewels, or otherwise and 
how, borrow a certain sum and what sum of money, which you 
delivered to the said Juggomohun Roy to enable him, to discharge a 
part of such arrear of Revenue ? Where was the said Juggomohun Roy 
liberated from his said confinement at Midnapore and did he pay the 
whole of the said arrear of Revenue to the said Government before his 
death or how otherwise ? Have you not heard from the Complainant that 
since the death of the said Juggomohun Roy he the said Complainant 
hath entered into security and afterwards to pay to the said Govern¬ 
ment a part of the said arrear of Revenue for the said Talook of 
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Hureerarnpore and for which arrear of Revenues the said Juggomohun 
Roy had been confined at Midnapore and which was left unpaid by the 
said Juggomohun Roy at the time of his death? Was not the Defendant 
Rammohun Roy at the time of the death of his said Brother Juggomohun 
Roy at Rungpore and was the said Rammohun Roy at any time required 
to pay any part of the said arrear of Revenue so due on account of the 
said Talook? If not why not? Declare &ca. 

Seventh Interrogatory......Was not the Defendant Rammohun Roy 

absent from the family house and from the Females of his Family 
during a period of eleven years or during some other and what period 
of time after the partition respecting which you have been before 
Interrogated ?and during his absence, did not you or certain Moharrers 
or other servants under your Controul or management receive the rents 
and profits of the parts of the Land and porperty wihch had been 
allotted to the ^aid Defendant by his said Father and appropriate and 
apply the same to the use of the Females of the Family of the said 
Rammohun Roy and were not distinct and separate accounts kept of 
such rents and profits and of the Expences charged to the said Ram¬ 
mohun Roy, on account of his branch of the family? Declare &ca. 

Eighth Interrogatory...Did not Juggomohun Rciy in his life time 
give away as a charitable donatioin to one Jugbundhoo Bedyalunkaur 
five Biggahs or thereabouts of Aima Land and has not the said 
Jugbundhoo Bedyalunkaur since possessed the same as his own property 
and did not the said Juggomohun Roy dispose of such last mentioned 
Land as his own separate and exclusive property? Declare &c*a. 

Ninth Interrogatory...Did not the Complainant in the Title of 
these Interrogatories named become after the death of his Father 
Juggomohun Roy possessed of certain Lands in the Pergunnah of 
Cheetooah, which had been allotted to the said Juggomohun Roy by 
the said Rameaunt Roy at the time of the Partition respecting which 
you have been before Interrogated ? and did not the said Complainant 
inform you and do you not otherwise know, that he the said Complainant 
Mortgaged a portion c#f the said Lands to one Nusharam Roy ? If yea 
what Lands were so Mortgaged and for what sum of money and is the 
said Mortgage satisfied or is the same now unredeemed, as you know or 
have heard from the said Complainant and believe ? Declare &ca. 

Tenth Interrogatory...Do you not know or have you not heard from 
Juggomohun Roy and from the Complainant in the Title of these Interro¬ 
gatories named or from one and from which of them that Juggomohun 
Roy in his life time, and after the time of the partition respecting which 
you have been before Interrogated, borrowed from the Defendant 
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,ohun Roy the sum of Sicca Rupees one thousand and executed 
to the said Rammohun Roy a Bond or some security in writing for the 
repayment thereof with Interest? Declare, 

Eleventh Interrogatory...Have you not had serious disputes and 
differences with your son the Defendant Rammohun Roy on account 
of his religious opinions and have you not instigated and prevailed on 
your Grandson the Complainant to institute the present suit against the 
said Defendant, as a measure of revenge, because the said Defendant 
hath refused to practice the rites and ceremonies of the Hindu 
Religion in the manner in which you wish the same to be 
practised or performed ? Have not you and the Complainant and other 
members of your family estranged yourself and themselves from all 
intercourse with the Defendant on account of his religious opinions 
and writings ? Have you not repeatedly declared that you 
desire the ruin of the Defendant and that there will not only be 
no sin but that it will be meritorious to effect the temporal ruin ctf the 
Defendant, provided he shall not resume or follow the religious usages 
and worship qf his Fore Fathers Have you not publicly declared that it 
will not be sinful to take away the life of a Hindoo who» forsakes the 
idolatry and ceremonies of worship, usually practiced by persons of that 
Religion ? Has net the Defendant in fact refused to practice the rites 
and ceremonies of the Hindoo religion in respect to* the worship of 
Idols? Have not you, and the Complainant and others of the Defendants 
relations had several meetings and conversations on this subject and 
declare solemnly on your Oath, whether you do not know and believe that 
the present suit would not have been instituted if the Defendant had not 
acted in religious matters contrary to your wishes and entreaties and 
differently from the practices of his ancestors ? Do you not in your con¬ 
science believe that you will be justified in giving false testimony and 
in doing every thing in your power to effect the ruin of the Defendant 
and to enable the Complainant to succeed in the present suit, in as much 
as the Defendant has refused to continue the worship of Idols? Did 
you not since the commencement of this suit make a personal applica¬ 
tion to the Defendant at his house in Simlah in Calcutta for the grant 
of a piece of Land that the profits thereof might be applied towards the 
Worship of an Idol: and did not the Defendant offer you a large sum of 
money to be distributed in Charity to the poor, but refuse to contribute 
in any manner to the encouragement of the worship of Idols? Were 
you not on that occasion exceedingly displeased with the Defendant and 
did you not then express your displeasure and threaten the Defendant 
for having refused to comply with your request? Declare &ca. 
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Twelfth Interrogatory.Have you not made repeated appli¬ 

cations to Goculchundra Bose, Nubkishore Roy and to several otheT 
persons and to who or whom by name, and request that they would pro¬ 
ceed from their respective places or residence to Calcutta in order to 
give Evidence on behalf of the said Complainant and against this 
Defendant in this suit? and did you not know and do you not know 
that the said Goculchunder Bose Nubkishore Roy and such other per¬ 
sons to whom 1 you so applied, were not and was not and are and is not 


persons who could or can truly give any testimony in favor of the s,aid 
Complainant and did you not apply to such persons for the express pur¬ 
pose of enabling the Complainant to injure the Defendant and un¬ 
justly to succeed in the present suit ? Declare &ca. 

Last Interrogatory.., If you shall have said in your Examination 
in Chief that after the Partition in the first Cross Interrogatory mention¬ 
ed, your late Husband reunited his interests estate and property with 
the interests estate and property of any or of either of his sons, set 
forth and explain fully and particularly what Circumstances occasioned 
such reunion of interests and at what time and in what month and year 
and how soon after such partition such reunion took place and what 
person or persons by name were or was privy to or made acquainted 
with such reunion of interests and whether any and what instruments 
in writing was executed or any and what ceremony was performed or 
any and what act of notoriety was done or any and what declaration 
was made by, and in the presence of any and of what person or per¬ 
sons by name to testify or announce or denote such reunion of interests, 
and fully and particularly explain what circumstances preceded, attend¬ 
ed or followed such reunion of the family and of its interests? Was 
not the Deed of Partition, respecting which you have been Interrogated 
in the said first Interrogatory registered by your Late husband and his 
sons, or by some or by one and by which of them, by with the Kazee 
of Crishenaghur who affixed his seal of office to the said Deed of Parti¬ 
tion? Was such deed of Partition withdrawn from such Registry or 
in any way and in what manner cancelled or destroyed or declared 
void after such reunion of interests c\r was or were any other and what 


means, .and when and in whose presence, and by whom adopted, to 
declare or testify that such deed of Partition was no* longer to be bind¬ 
ing on the parties who had Executed the same? If not why not? 
Declare &ca. 


John Turner 
Defendants Atty. 


(Sd) H. Compton 
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127. Petition of Gowindpersaud Roy for enlargement of time for publication. 
With Court’s Order. (15 September, 1810) 

To The Honorable Sir Edward Hyde East Knight Chief Justice and 
his Companions Justices of the said Supreme Court. 

The humble petition of the Complainant 
abovenamed— 

Sheweth— 

That Interrogatories in Chief in this cause were filed by your peti¬ 
tioner on the' twenty seventh day of January in the year of Christ one 
thousand eight hundred and eighteen and that three witnesses have 
been fully examined thereto as appears by a certificate of the Examiner 
hereunto annexed and marked with the letter A. 

That Interrogatories in Chief and Cross Interrogatories were after¬ 
wards filed in this cause by the Defendant abovenamed and that several 
witnesses have been examined thereto and the evidence on the part of 
the said Defendant in this cause closed. 

That by an Order of this Honorable Court bearing date the twen¬ 
tieth day of July new last past publication in the said cause was direct¬ 
ed to pass on the eleventh day of this present month of September by 
an office copy of the said order hereunto annexed and marked with the 
letter B appears. 

That by reason of the very reduced circumstances of your petitioner 
he has not been able to carry on the proceedings of the' said suit and 
hath not been able to examine other of his witnesses to the said Interro¬ 
gatories filed on behalf of your petitioner in this cause. 

That your petitioner hath the following every material witnesses 
(as he is advised) to examine in the said cause namely Tarraney Daby* 
Juggernaut Mozumdar, Radanaut Chow dry and Ramneedy Paul who 
will all respectively give evidence in the said cause on the part of your 
petitioner so to the ancestorial property mentioned in the pleadings 
of the said cause and also as to the family of the late Ramcaunt Roy 
in the pleadings of the said cause also mentiond having lived together 
and formed an undivided Hindoo family as well in the life time of the 
said Ramcaunt Roy as after his death up to< the month of Maug in the 
Bengal year Twelve hundred and twenty three. 

That neither has your petitioner nor hath his attorney nor any other 
person cm his behalf seen or m any manner become acquainted with 
the substance of the Depositions taken by the Examiner in this cause. 



setting ciown inis 
Term now next ensuing. 


petitioner hath no intention to postpone the 
hearing on the first Equity day of the 4th 


Your Petitioner therfore humbly 
prays your Lordships for a Rule to 
show cause why Publication in this 
cause should not be enlarged for 
a further period of fifteen days 
from this day. 

Be it so 

(Sd) E. H. East And your petitioner shall ever pray. 

15th Sept. 1819 (Sd) J- B. East. 


C. G. Strettell 
Petrs. Atty, 

Inf. Paup. 

(Affidavit of Govindpersaud Roy follows in the same pet.) 


128. Court’s Order on the above petition. (22 September, 1819). 

George the third by the Grace of God of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland King 
Defender of the Faith and so forth* 

Vacation after 3rd. Term 1819. 


Upon reading on the part of the 
Complainant in this Cause a Peti¬ 
tion of the said Complainant an 
order of this Court made in this 
Cause on the fifteenth day of September instant and an affidavit of 
Radakissen Ccondoo sworn and filed this 22nd Day of September 1819 
of the due service thereof and upon reading on the part of the Defendant 
an order of this Court made in this Cause on the 18th day of September 
instant and an affidavit of Gorachund Doss sworn and filed the 22nd 
Day of September 1819 of the due service thereof and office copies of a 
Petition and affidavit of the said Complainant Govindpersaud Roy 
sworn the 15th day of September instant and of an order of this Court 
made in this Cause on the 20th day of July last past and of a Certificate 
of the Examiner of this Court all filed on the 15th day of September 
instant And also upon reading on the part of the said Defendant office 


Govindpersaud Roy only son 
heir and legal personal Representa¬ 
tive of Juggomohun Roy Deceased 
against 

D hi At/ 
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copies of three several orders of this Court made in this Cause on 27th 
day of May, 17th day of June and 20th day of July last past: three several 
certificates of the sworn Clerk five several certificates of the Examiner 
of this Court an allocatur of the Master of this Court and an affidavit 
of Gorachund Doss also sworn this 22nd day of September 1819 of the 
due service thereof all filed this day And upon hearing the attornies on 
both sides It is ordered that the said order obtained by the said Com¬ 
plainant on the said 15th day of September instant be and the same is 
hereby discharged And It is further ordered that the costs of an applica¬ 
tion to dispauper the said Complainant in this Cause upon the Motion 
of Mr. East advocate for the said Complainant and of Mr. Compton 
advocate for the said Defendant. 

-WITNESS Sir Edward Hyde East Knight Chief Justice at Fort 
Williami aforesaid the twenty second day of September in the year of 
our Lord one thousand eight hundred and nineteen. 


Strettell atty. 
in forma Pauperis 
Turner atty. 


(Sd.) D. Heming 
Regr. 


129. Petition of Rammohun Roy for discharge of Rules obtained by 
Govindpersaud Roy. With Affidavits & Court’s Order. <23 September, 1819) 

To the Honorable Sir Edward Hyde East Knight Chief Justice and 
his Companions Justices of the said Court. 

The Humble Petition of the above- 
named Defendant 

Sheweth 

That the Complainant in this Cause hath filed his Bill of Com¬ 
plaint against your Petitioner who hath appeared thereto and answered 
the same. 

That Interrogatories in Chief hath on the part of the Complainant 
as well as on the part of your Petitioner been filed—That your Petitioner 
hath also filed Cross Interrogatories as will appear by a Certificate 
hereunto annexed and marked with the Letter A—That Witnesses on 
the part and behalf of the Complainant as well as on the part of your 
Petitioner have been examined as will appear by Certificates hereunto 
annexed marked B and C—That the Depositioin and Evidence taken 
in this Cause have been published as will also appear by a Certificate 
hereunto annexed and marked D. 
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^ •■ftjEhat the, said Complainant by an order of this Honorable Court 
bearing date the fourteenth day of September Instant was admitted to 
carry on the above suit informa Pauperis as will appear by an office 
copy of an Order hereunto annexed and marked E—That the said Com¬ 
plainant obtained an Order nisi from this Honorable Court on the 
fifteenth day of September Instant to show cause why publication 
should not be enlarged for fifteen days further time from that day, that 
your Petitioner attended by Counsel to show cause against the said 
Order nisi so obtained as. will appear by an Order made in this cause 
on the twenty second day of September instant marked F* 


That your Petitioner hath reason to believe that the said Complain¬ 
ant is possessed of Landed Property, exclusively of the matters in ques¬ 
tion in this cause, amounting in value to the sum of Sicca Rupees twelve 
thousand or thereabouts as will appear by certain affidavits duly sworn 
to and filed in support of this yqur Petitioners Petition. 


Be it so 

(Sd) F. Macnaghten 
23rd Sept. 1819. 

John Turner 
Petitioners Atty. 


Your Petitioner therefore humbly 
prays ypur Lordships will direct 
that the said Order so obtained by 
the Complainant for liberty to carry 
on the said suit informa Pauperis 
and the Order made on the twenty 
second day of September instant 
be discharged with costs Unless the 
Complainant will on Saturday the 
twenty fifth day of September ins¬ 
tant shew good and sufficient cause 
to the contrary thereof. 


And your Petitioner shall ever pray. 

(Sd) H. Compton. 


Affidavits: 

RAMMOHUN ROY of Simlea in the Town of Calcutta the Defen¬ 
dant in this cause maketh Oath and saith that he hath been informed 
and believes that Govindpersaud Roy the Complainant abovenamed 
immediately after the death of his late Father Juggomohun Roy became 
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possessed of about four hundred and twenty five Biggahs of Aymah 
land situate at Kubalpore and other villages in the vicinity thereof 
which respectively appertain to the Zillah of Hoogly in Province of 
Bengal, is and also of about two hundred Biggahs of other land situate 
in Kissenagore and in certain other Villages which also respectively 
appertain to the said Zillah of Hoogly and also of a certain half-share 
of a family dwelling house garden and ground which formerly belonged 
to the said Complainants late Father situate at Nangulparrah in the 
Zillah of Hoogly aforesaid and this Deponent further saith that the 
said share of the said House and Ground and the lands hereinbefore 
mentioned excepting the Aymah land which was purchased by Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy were respectively the property of Ramcaunt Roy the late 
father of this Deponent and were allotted and delivered to the 9 aid Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy the father of the said Complainant some time in the year of 
Christ one thousand seven hundred and ninety six by and in pursuance 


of a partition which was then made by the said Ramcaunt Roy between 
this Deponent and the said Juggomohun Roy and one Ramlcchun Roy 
the other son of the said Ramcaunt Roy and this Deponent further saith 
that the said share of the said House and the Aymuh and other lands 
hereinbefore mentioned were respectively possessed and enjoyed by 
the said Juggomohun Roy from the time of such partition and from the 
' time of the purchase of the Aymah land until his death in the year of 
Christ one thousand eight hundred and twelve and that from and imme¬ 
diately after the death o'f the said Juggomohun Roy the said share of the 
said House garden and ground and the lands hereinbefore respectively 
described and set forth were respectively taken possession of by the said 
Complainant as the son and personal representative of the said Juggo- 
mohun Roy and that the said Complainant from, the time of the death of 
the said Juggomohun Roy until the present time hath as this Deponent 
verily believes been in the receipt of the rents and profits of the said 
lands hereinbefore respectively described for his own exclusive use 
and benefit and that the said Complainant or his family is or are now 
possessed of the said share of the said family or dwelling house garden 
and ground at Nangulparrah herein also before particularly mentioned 
and this Deponent further saith that he is well acquainted with the 
nature of value of the lands hereinbefore mentioned and described and 
that He this deponent hath frequently seen the said dwelling House 
at Nangulparrah and is enabled to form a correct estimation of the 
value thereof and this Deponent verily believes that the said half share 
of the said House and of the garden and ground thereunto belonging 
and the interest of the said Complainant in the said Aymah and other 
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lands hereinbefore respectively mentioned and described are together 
worth the sum of Sicca Rupees twelve thousand or thereabouts. And this 
deponent further saith that he this deponent hath been informed and 
believes the Complainant has lent the sum of Sicca Rupees cue thou¬ 
sand two hundred and lent to Jussodanundan and Bechararn: Sen four 
hundred and ninety Sicca Rupees who as this deponent hath also been 
informed and believes are persons able to discharge c<r repay the said 
last mentioned sum if required or compelled so to do but that the said 
sum of money last mentioned is still due and owing to the said Com¬ 
plainant as this deponent hath also been informed and believes. 


Sworn this 23rd day 
of September 1819 
Before me 
(Sd) F- Macnaghten 


y 


(Sd) Ramrnohun Roy. 


DOOKRAM MOOKERJEE of Kissenagore in the Zillah of Hoogly 
and now of Similia in Calcutta maketh Oath and Saith that he this 
Deponent is acquainted with Govindpersaud Roy the Complainant above- 
named and is also well acquainted with the affairs and concerns of the said 
Govindpersaud Roy he the deponent having been employed by the Com¬ 
plainant in the capacity of Collector and receiver of the said Complain¬ 
ants Rents from the Bengal year one thousand twoi hundred and eighteen 
corresponding with the year of Christ one thousand two hundred and 
eleven to the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and twenty corres- 
poding with the year of Christ one thousand eight hundred and thirteen 
that the said Govindpersaud Roy while this Deponent was in his employ 
had in his Exclusive possession and this Deponent verily believes that the 
said Complainant now hath in his possession the Lands hereinafter men¬ 
tioned that is to say about two hudred and twenty five Biggahs of Aimah 
Land situate at Kubulpore and at other villages in the Zillah of Hooghly 
of the value of Sicca Rupees seven thousand or thereabouts and also of 
Eighty (?) Biggahs of Land free of Rent in Kissenagore and of about 
two hundred Biggahs of Land situate in other villages in the said Zillah 
of Hooghly to the value of Sicca Rupees four thousand or thereabouts 
And this Deponent further saith that he believes the said Govindper¬ 
saud Roy is still entitled to the said before mentioned Lands and Pro¬ 
perty in as much as one Juggubundhoo Pundit with whom this depo¬ 
nent is well acquainted and who is employed as a Sircar in the Service 
of the said Govindpersaud Roy was to the knowledge of this deponent 
31 
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ually employed in collecting the rents of the said Lands hereinbefore 
mentioned and/ enumerated and for and in the name of the said Com- 
plainant until the seventh day of September Instant And this Deponent 
further saith that the Share of the family dwelling house garden and 
ground which are now occupied by the family of the Complainant at 
Nangulparrah in the Zillah of Hooghly is as this Deponent believes 
of the value of Sicca Rupees four thousand. 


Sworn this 23rd day of 
September 1819. Before me 
(Sd) F. Macnaghten. 




(Sd) 

Expd. by me 
(Sd) W, D. Smith. 


J RAMSOONDER CHOSE, RAMPERSAUD MUNDLE and BOSOO- 
DEB CHOSE, late respectively of Coyba in the Zillah of Hooghly but 
at present of Thunthunea residing in Calcutta farmers jointly and sever¬ 
ally make Oath and say that they have for several years past farmed 
and now farm different quantities of Lands appertaining tor the Aymah 
property of the Complainant in this cause situate at the X of Coyba afore¬ 
said and that this deponent Ramsoonder Ghose ncrw farming the said 
Complainants one Biggah and fifteen Cottahs of the said Aymah Land 
at the Annual Rent of five Rupees eleven annas and that this Depo¬ 
nent Rampersaud Mundle now farms from the said Complainant two 
Biggahs of the said Aymah Land at the Annual rate of six Rupees 
eight annas and that this Deponent Bosoodeb Ghose now farms from 
the said Complainant six Biggahs qf the said Aymah Land at the 
Annual/ Rent of nineteen Rupees and eight annas and these Deponents 
each for himself severally saith that We hath hitherto paid the rents 
payable as aforesaid either to the said Complainant or to his agents 
or servants by him appointed to collect the same and these Deponents 
further Jointly and severally say that to the best of their respective 
knowledge information and belief the Land which hath been so rented 
by these Deponents respectively and also other parcels of Land in the 
neighbourhood thereof is still the exclusive property of the said Conv 
plainant and that these Deponents or any or either of them to the 
knowledge of the other or the others of them have or Hath net been 
informed by any person or persons and do or doth not believe that the 
said Land or any part or parts thereof have or hath been sold or in 
any manner conveyed to any person or persons by the Complainant 
and that they these Deponents or any or cither of them to the know¬ 
ledge or belief of the other or the others of them have Qr hath not 
received any notice of any such sale or transfer or that the rents payable 
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by these Deponents respectively are or is to be in future paid to any 
person or persons other than tg< the said Complainant or to his servants 
heretofore. 


Q 


Sworn this 23rd day 
of September 1819. 

Before me 
(Sd) F. Macnaghten 


) 


(Sd) Cffa X his mark 

(Sd) Cx his mark 

(Sd) wtq X his mark 

Explained by me 
( (Sd) W. D. Smith. 


MODDUN CAMAR and PALARAM CAMAR late respec¬ 
tively of Nangulparah in the Zillah of Hooghly but at present 
of Similea in the Town of Calcutta jointly and severally make 
Oath and say that on the thirteenth day of Bhadcor last 
corresponding as these Deponents have been informed and 
believe with the fourteenth day of September instant the family 
of the Complainant in this cause was living and residing in his 
the Complainants share of a certain family House situate at Nangulparah 
aforesaid and that they these Deponents have long lived in he neigh¬ 
bourhood cf the said family House of the said Complainant and did 
daily see the Family of the Complainant until the said thirteenth day of 
Bhaddur aforesaid living on and in the full possession of the said House 
and certain 7 anks and of a Garden adjoining and belonging thereto and 
these Deponents further say that by the directions of Doorga Debee the 
mother of the said Complainant and of one Juggomohun Pundit who is 
the Gomastah of the said Complainant these Deponents did on the 
fifteenth and twenty eighth day of Bhaddur last cut down two mangoe 
trees which had theretofore grown on parts of the ground belonging 
to the said house of the said Complainant at Nangulparah aforesaid and 
which said mangoe trees were so cut for the x x x 

and these Deponents severally believe and that the said Complainant is 
still possessed of and entitled unto his share of the family House garden 
and ground at NansmWrah in the same manner as he hath been 
possessed thereof since the death of his Father Juggomohun Roy. 


Sworn this 23rd day of 
September 1819—Before 
me 

(Sd.) F. Macnagten 


J 


(Scl) %ir x his mark 

(Sd) X his mark 

Expd. by me 

(Sd.) W. D. Smith 


LAL CHUND SIRCAR lately of Kishenagore in the Zillah Hooghly 
and at present of Dingah bungah in the Town of Calcutta Maketh Oath 
and saith that he this Deponent was in the service of Juggomohun Roy 
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the father of Govindpersaud Roy the Complainant abcvenamed and after 
the decease of the said Juggomohun Roy in the service of the said Com¬ 
plainant as a Mohurir or writer from the year one thousand two hundred 
and sixteen to the year one thousand two hundred and twenty two 
Bengal style this corresponding with as this Deponent believes with a 
period of time between the year of Christ one thousand eight hundred 
and nine and the year one thousand eight hundred and fifteen and this 
Deponent further saith that during the said period he this Deponent had 
opportunity of being personally and particularly acquainted with the 
concerns of the said Juggomohun Roy during his life time and after 
his death with the concerns of the said Complainant until the period of 
time herein last mentioned and this Deponent further saith that im¬ 
mediately after the death of the said Juggomohun Roy the said Com- 
pjainant inherited and possessed certain Aimah and other Lands 
situated at Kabolpore Kishenagore and in other villages belonging to 
the Zillah of Hooghly in the Province of Bengal the clear annual rent 
or profits whereof amounted to the sum of Sicca Rupees one thousand 
two hundred and that while this Deponent continued in the service of 
the said Complainant the clear annual Tent of such Lands which were 
received by the said Complainant were not at any time less than the 
sum of Sicca Rupees erne thousand two hundred and this Deponent 
further saith that one Jugbundhoo Pundit an Inhabitant of Radhanagore 
in the neighbourhood of Kissenagore which is the place where this 
Deponent and bis family usually reside hath been employed by the said 
Complainant during two years now last past to collect for and on account 
of the said Complainant the rents and profits due and payable to* the 
said Complainant on account of the Lands hereinbefore mentioned and 
this Deponent further positively saith that the said Jugbundhoo' did 
continue to be employed by the said Complainant in collecting such rents 
and profits of such lands and in the name of the said Complainant until 
the twenty second day of Bhadoor last corresponding as this Deponent 
believes to the sixth of September Instant when he this Deponent left 
Kissenagore and came to Calcutta And this Deponent further saith that 
cn the thirtieth or thirty first day of Bhadoor last corresponding as this 
Deponent believes with the fourteenth and fifteenth of September 
Instant but this Deponent cannot positively say cn which of the last 
mentioned day he this Deponent saw the Complainant at his House at 
Kidderpore (?) in the neighbourhood of Calcutta and that the said Com¬ 
plainant then applied to this Deponent to become the Gomastah or 
manager of his the said Complainants Aimah Land meaning as this 
Deponent then understood and verily believes certain Aimah Lands 
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which to this Deponents knowledge had formerly been in the possession 
of the Complainants said father and afterwards in the possession of the 
said Complainant and which were parts of the Lands hereinbefore men¬ 
tioned and this Deponet further saith that as well from, the conversation 
which this Deponent had with the said Complainant at the time herein 
last mentioned as from the opportunity which this Deponent had of 
conversing and communicating with the said Jugbundhoo Pundit before 
this Deponent came from Kissenagore to Calcutta at the time herein¬ 
before on that behalf mentioned and also form this Deponent being 
personally acquainted with the lands hereinbefore mentioned and with 
many of the tenants who from time to time have paid rent to* the Com¬ 
plainant therefor and whose names have been entered by this Deponent 
in the Books and accounts of the Complainants said father during his 
life time and afterwards in the Books and accounts of the said Com¬ 
plainant, This Deponent verily believes that the said Complainant is 
still in possession of the Ainttah and other lands which he so inherited 
and possessed after his Father’s death as hereinbefore mentioned And 
this Deponent further saith that the said Complainant after the death of 
his said father took or kept possession of one half part or share of a 
certain Brick built house at Nangulparah in which his said father had 
theretofore dwelt and resided and of a Garden and Ground thereunto 
belonging and that such last mentioned House Garden and Ground are 
in the neighbourhood of this Deponents said residence at Kissenagore 
and this Deponent further saith that the family of the said Complainant 
discontinue to reside in the said last mentioned share of the said house 
when this Deponent left Kissenagcre on the said twenty second day 
of Bhadore as hereinbefore mentioned and this Deponent further saith 
that he is well acquainted with the prices of labour material at and in 
the neighbourhood of Nangulparah aforesaid and that the Complainants 
Ground share of the House hereinbefore mentioned and of the Garden 
and Ground appertaining thereto is at least of the value of four thousand 
Sicca Rupees. 


Sworn this 23rd day 
of September 1819 ! 

Before me [ 

(Sd.) F. Macnaghten J 


(Sd) 

ExpdL by me 
(Sd.) W. D. Smith 
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Court's Orders 

George the Third by the Grace of 
God of the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland King Defender of 
the Faith and so forth. 

Vacation after 3d Term 1819, 


i 


Upon Reading a Petition cf the 
Defendant in this Cause four 
several Certificates of the Ex¬ 
aminer of this Court and office 
copies of an order of this Court 


Govindpersaud Roy only son heir 
and legal personal Representative 
of Juggomohun Roy Deceased 
Against 

Rammohun Roy J 

made in this cause on the fourteenth day of September instant and of a 
Petition 4 of the Complainant in this Cause and of the consent of Mr. 
William Smith Attorney for the said Complainant thereunder written 
and of an affidavit of the said Complainant Gcvindpersand Roy sworn 
the twenty fourth day of August last and of an order under the hand of 
the Honorable Sir Edward Hyde East Knight Chief Justice and of 
the Reports of Charles Gecrge Strettell therein written and of an order 
of this Court made in this cause on the twenty second day of September 
instant and an Affidavit of Rammohun Roy sworn this twenty third day 
of September one thousand eight hundred and nineteen another Affidavit 
of Dookeram Mukerjee also sworn this twenty third day of September 
instant another joint and several Affidavit of Ramsoonder Chose Ram- 
persaud Mundell and Bosoodeb Ghose also sworn this twenty third day 
of September instant another joint and several Affidavit of Muddun 
Camar and Palaram Camar also sworn this twenty third day of September 
instant and another affidavit of Lalchund Sircar also sworn this twenty 
third day of September one thousand eight hundred and nineteen all 
filed this day IT IS ORDERED that the said order sc* obtained by the 
said Complainant for leave to carry on this suit informa Pauperis and 
the said order made in this cause on the twenty second day of September 
instant to enlarge time for publication be discharged with costs unless 
the said Complainant upon notice of this order to be given to his 
Attorney shall on Saturday next the twenty fifth day of September instant 
shew good and sufficient cause to the contrary UPON the motion of 
Mr. Compton advocate for the said Defendant. 

WITNESS SIR EDWARD HYDE EAST KNIGHT CHIEF 
JUSTICE at Fort William aforesaid the twenty third day of September 
in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and nineteen. 


Turner Atty. 


(Sd.) D. Heming. Regr. 


WHISTS 



SELECTIONS FROM OFFICIAL LETTERS AND DOCUMENTS 24* 


him absolute. With Court’s Order. (6, October, 1819) 

To 

The Honorable Sir Edward Hyde East Knight Chief Justice and his 
Companions Justices of the said Supreme Court. 

The humble petition of the 
abovenamed Defendant 

Sheweth 

That your Petitioner on the twenty third day of September instant 
obtained an Order nisi from this Honorable Court why the Order obtain¬ 
ed by the said Complainant for leave to carry on this suit informa 
Pauperis and the Order obtained on the twenty second day of September 
instant to enlarge time to pass publication should not be discharged 
with costs That true copies of the said Orders were duly served on the 
Complainants Attorney as by affidavit of service of the same hereunto 
annexed and marked with the Letters A and B appear. 

Year Petitioner therefore most 
humbly prays your Lordships will be 
6 October 1819 pleased to Order that the said Order 

(Sd.) E. H. East nisi be made absolute and that the 

Be it so. Complainant do pay to your Peti¬ 

tioner the costs of opposing the said 
John Turner Rule to enlarge publication as well 

Petitioners Attorney. as to dispauper the said Com¬ 

plainant. 

And your Petitioner shall ever pray, 

(Sd.) H. Compton. 

Court’s Order: 

George the third by the Grace of 
God of the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland King Defender 
of the faith & so forth. 

Vacation after 3d Term 1819. 


Govindpersaud Roy only son 
heir and legal personal Re¬ 
presentative of Juggomohun 
Roy Deceased 

Against 

Rammohun Roy 


Upon Reading a Petition of the 
Defendant in this cause an order 
of this court made in this cause on 
the twenty third day of September 
last and an affidavit of Muddern- 
J mohun Doss sworn this sixth day of 


October one thousand eight hundred and nineteen of the due service 
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thereof another order of this court made in this cause on the twenty- 
second day of September last and another affidavit of Gorachand Doss 
also sworn this sixth day of October one thousand eight hundred and 
nineteen of the due service thereof all filed this day and no cause being 
shewn to the contrary IT IS ORDEJRED that the order so obtained by 
the Complainant in this cause for leave to carry on this suit informa 
Pauperis and the order made in this cause on the twenty second day 
of September last past to enlarge time for publication be and the same 
are hereby Discharged with costs and also IT IS further ORDERED that 
the said Complainant do pay to the said Defendant the costs of oppos¬ 
ing the order nisi tci enlarge publication as well as the costs of the 
application to dispauper the said Complainant UPON the Motion of 
Mr. Compton Advocate for the said Defendant. 

WITNESS SIR EDWARD HYDE EAST KNIGHT CHIEF 
JUSTICE at Fort William aforesaid the Sixth day of October in the 
year of our Lord One thousand eight hundred and nineteen. 

Turner Atty. (Sd.) D. Heming 

Regr. 




131. Decree of Tenth Day of December 1819. (Filed 17 January, 1820). 

The Honorable Sir Edward Hyde East Knight Chief Justice 
The ,, Sir Francis Macnaghten Knight 


The 


Sir Antony Buller Knight 


| Justices. 


Friday the Tenth day of December 
in the Sixtieth year of the Reign of 
His Majesty King George the Third 
and in the year of our Lord One 
thousand eight hundred and nineteen 
Between Govindpersaud Roy only 
son heir and legal personal repre¬ 
sentative of Juggomohun Roy de¬ 
ceased complainant and Ram,- 
mohun Roy Defendant. 

This Cause coming on this day to be heard and debated before the 
Court in the presence of Counsel learned for the Defendant and no 
person appearing for the Complainant the substance of the Complainants 
Bill which was filed on the twenty third day of June in the year of our 
Lord One thousand eight hundred and seventeen appeared to be That 
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the complainant Govindpersaud Roy of Calcutta Inhabitant an Hindoo 
only son heir and legal personal Representative of Juggomohun Roy 
deceased that Ramcaunt Roy the Grandfather of the complainant who 
was also* an Hindoo and resided in his life time at Nangurparrah Kissena- 
gor in the Pergunnah of Bograh in the District of Burdwan in the pro¬ 
vince of Bengal had in his life time three Wives by the eldest of whom 
named Subboodorah Daby long since dead the said Ramcaunt Roy had 
no children but by his second wife named Tarryney Daby he had two 
sons namely Juggomohun Roy the complainants said father his eldest 
sen Rammohun Roy the Defendant hereinafter named who is an In¬ 
habitant of Calcutta and a person therefore subject to the jurisdiction 
of this Honorable Court his second son. x Ramcaunt Roy 

had by his third and youngest wife named Rammoney Daby one son 
called Ramlochun Roy who was the third and youngest among his sons 
That the said Ramcaunt Roy was in his life time seized and possessed of 
a considerable Estate immoveable and moveable or real and personal 
and that on or about the nineteenth day of Agran in the Bengal year 
Twelve hundred and three answering to the first day of December in 
the year of Christ one thousand seven hundred and ninety six the said 
Ramcaunt Roy did by a certain Instrument in writing in the Bengal 
Language and Character a true translation of which is hereunto annexed 
marked with the letter A divide and allot among his three sons the said 
Juggomohun Roy Rammohun Roy and Ramlochun Roy a certain part and 
his immoveable or real Estate as mentioned in the said Instrument in writ¬ 
ing and cf which shares so respectively Allotted the said Juggomohun Roy 
Rammohun Roy and Ramlochun Roy respectively took possession under 
and by virtue of the said Instrument of Partition. That the said Ram¬ 
lochun Roy separated himself from the said family and went and lived 
apart and divided from the said family but that the said Ramcaunt Roy 
and his said two sons Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy immediately 
ot shortly after the said Partition reunited and lived together as an Hindoo 
family and became again and were joint and undivided in food property 
and in all other respects until the death of the said Ramcaunt Roy which 
happened on or about the month of Joystee in the Bengal year twelve 
hundred and ten answering to the month of May and June in the year 
of Christ one thousand eight hundred and three and that the said Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy continued to live together and to form an undivided Hindoo 
family from the death of the said Ramcaunt Roy until the death of the 
said Juggomohun Roy which happened in or about the month of Choit 
in the Bengal year twelve hundred and eighteen answering to parts of 
the months of March and April in the year of Christ one thousand eight 



hundred and twelve the said Juggomohun Roy leaving him surviving 
the complainant his only son heir and legal personal representative and 
as such according to the Laws Usages and Customs of the Hindoos 
entitled tqi the whole of his Estate immoveable and moveable or real 
and personal. That after the making of the Partition and allotment here¬ 
inbefore mentioned the said Ramcaunt Roy Purchased with the joint 
monies and funds of himself and the said Juggomohun Roy and Ram¬ 
mohun Roy but in the name of a confidential servant named Gungadhur 
Chose but for the joint benefit cf himself and the said Juggomohun Roy 
and Rammohun Roy a certain Talook called or known by the name of 
Govindpore situate and being in the Pergunnah of Jahanabad in the 
ZilJah of Burdwan aforesaid and in the name of his nephew one Ram¬ 
tonoo Roy but also with the said joint monies and for the joint benefit 
of himself and the said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy a certain 
Talook called or known by the name of Rammesserpore situate 
and being in the Pergunnah of Chunderconnah in the same Zillah That 
having sqi purchased the said two several Talooks at a Public Sale of 
Government sold for arrears of Revenue in the names of the said 
Gungadhur Ghose and Ramtonoo Roy he caused the said Gungadhur 
Ghose and Ramtonoo Roy to Execute Bills of Sale thereof to the said 
Rammohun Roy but in trust for and for the joint benefit of himself the 
said Ramcaunt Roy and the said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun 
Roy jointly and also caused the said two several Talooks to be trans¬ 
ferred in the Books of the said Collector into the name of the said Ram¬ 
mohun Roy, That the said Rammohun Roy having purchased in manner 
hereinbefore mentioned the said two several Talooks called Govind¬ 
pore and Rammesserpore he the said Ramcaunt Roy caused Bills of 
Sale thereof to* be executed by the said Rammohun Roy to one Rajib- 
lochun Roy and that the said two several Talooks were transferred in 
the Bq>oks of the Collector of Burdwan into the name of the said Rajib- 
iochun Roy the said two several last mentioned conveyances and trans¬ 
fers were successively made by the directions of the said Ramcaunt Roy 
and in trust for himself and the said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun 
Roy as aforesaid. That the said two several Talooks called Govind¬ 
pore and Rammesserpore were not continued to be the joint property of 
the said Ramcaunt Roy and the said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun 
Roy from the time of the purchase thereof at the Government Sale as 
aforesaid the said Ramcaunt Roy leaving him surviving two widows 
named Tarreney Daby and Rammoney Daby who are still alive but are 
not Inhabitant nor is either of thorn an Inhabitant of Calcutta or in any 
manner subject to the jurisdiction off this Honorable Court hi© said three 
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sons the said Juggomohun Roy the Complainants said father the said 
Rammohun Roy and the said Ramlochun Roy never having reverted with 
the said family was not entitled to any part of the said Joint Estate but 
that the said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy became and were 
at the death of the said Ramcaunt Roy entitled to the whole of the Estate 
immoveable and moveable or real and personal of which the said 
Ramcaunt Roy was so jointly with them seized possessed of or entitled 
toi at the time/ of his death as aforesaid including the said two several 
Taiooks of Govindpore and Rammesserpore those held in the name 
of the said Rajiblochun Roy in trust as aforesaid. That the said Ram¬ 
lochun Roy the third and youngest son of the said Ramcaunt Roy died 
in or about the month of Pous in the Bengal year twelve hundred and 
sixteen answering to parts of the months of December in the year of 
Christ one thousand eight hundred and nine and of January in the year 
of Christ one thousand eight hundred and ten the said Ramlochun Roy 
leaving him surviving a widow named Lubungoluttah Daby and one son 
only named Hurgovind Roy his sole heir and legal personal Representa 
tives and that the said Hurgovind Roy died in or about the month of 
Bhadur in the Bengal year twelve hundred and twenty one answering to 
parts of the month of August and September in the year of Christ one 
thousand eight hundred and fourteen leaving no issue him surviving but 
leaving a widow named Hursoiondery Daby and his said mother named 
Lubbungolottah Daby and the said Hursoondery Daby and Lubbungo- 
lattah Daby are not Inhabitants nor is either of them an Inhabitant of 
Calcutta or in any manner subject to the Jurisdiction of the Honorable 
Court. That upon the death of the said Ramcaunt Roy the said Juggomo¬ 
hun Roy and Rammohun Roy became and were jointly of the whole of 
the said Estate immoveable or real and moveable or personal the said 
immoveable or real Estate comprising amongst other f articuiars the 
said Taiooks pf Govindpore and Rammesserpore the said two Taiooks 
yielding together after payment of the Revenue to Government an 
Annual income or profit t q the Zemindar of fifteen thousand Rupees or 
thereabouts. That shortly after the death of the said Ramcaunt Roy 
the said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy caused the said two 
several Taiooks to be transferred in the Books of the said Collector into 
the name of one Gooroo Doss IVluckerjee a Grandson by a Daughter of 
the said Ramcaunt Roy in trust for the joint use and benefit of the said 
Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy. That the said Ramcaunt Roy 
had lent out of the said joint funds large sums of money to different per¬ 
sons which remained due and owing at the time of his death and that the 
said Rammohun Roy after the death, of the said Ramcaunt Roy re- 
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cohered and got in several of such debts and that in particular the said 
Rammohun Roy received payment from the Honorable Andrew Ramsay 
Commercial Resident at Jungepore of a debt due by the said Andrew 
Ramsay for monies which had been lent and advanced to him by the 
said Ramcaunt Roy out qf the said joint fund amounting to Sicca Rupees 
eleven thousand besides Interest and also of another debt in like manner 
due by Thomas Woodford formerly Acting Collector of Dacca Amount¬ 
ing to Sicca Rupees six thousand besides Interest. That after the death 
of the said Ramcaunt Roy the said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun 
Roy purchased out of their joint funds the Lands and Talooks herein¬ 
after mentioned (that is to say) a certain Putteney Talook called Kisse- 
nagore situate in the Pergunnah Jahanbad in the Zillah of Burdwan 
aforesaid purchased in the name of the said Rajiblochun Roy but in 
trust for the said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy which said 
last mentioned Talook is of the value of Sicca Rupees forty thousand 
or thereabouts a certain other Putteney Talook called Burlook situate 
in Pergunnah Jahanabad and Zillah of Burdwan aforesaid which was 
also purchased in the name of the said Rajiblochun Roy in trust for the 
said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Rcy and which said last mention¬ 
ed Talooks is of the value of Sicca Rupees sixty thousand or thereabouts 
a certain other Putteney Talook called Nangulparrah situate in the 
Pergunnah of Bograh in the Zillah of Burdwan aforesaid which was 
purchased in the name of the said Ramlochun Roy the third son of the 
said Ramcaunt Roy in trust of the said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun 
Roy. That the said Juggomphun, Roy and Rammohun Roy laid out con¬ 
siderable sums of money belonging to the said joint funds in the making 
a certain piece of Ground into a Garden which belonged to the 
said Joint Estate consisting of sixteen Biggahs of Ground or thereabouts 
situate at Rogoonauthpore in Pergunnah Jahanabad in the Zillah of 
Burdwan aforesaid and in the constructing a certain house thereon and 
which said House and Garden are now of the value of Sicca Rupees 
nine thousand or thereabouts. That the said Juggomohun Roy and 
Rammohun Roy also purchased several pieces or parcels of Rent free 
or Bremutter Ground situate at Kisenagore and in the Pergunnah 
Jahanabad in the Zillah of Burdwan aforesaid containing about three 
hundred Biggahs and of the value of Sicca Rupees six thousand or 
thereabouts together with a certain other Putteney Talook called Seram- 
pore in Pergunnah Boorsut in the Zillah of Burdwan aforesaid of the 
value of Sicca Rupees five thousand or thereabouts. 7Tiat the said 
Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy were in the life time of the 
said Juggomohun Roy seized and possessed to them and their heirs 


miSTffy 


LETTERS AND DOCUMENTS 253 

for ever as Tenants in common according to the Laws and Usages of 
the Hindoos as well of and in the said several lands Talooks and pre¬ 
mises which had been so purchased by them out of their Joint funds 
as aforesaid as of and in the said two several Talooks called Govindpore 
and Rammesserpore in the Zillah of Burdwan aforesaid which had been 
so purchased in the life time of the said Ramcaunt Roy as aforesaid. 
That the said Juggomohun Roy and Rammohun Roy by the profits of 
the said Talooks and otherwise greatly increased their joint personal 
Estate and that the same at the death of the said Juggomohun Roy 
which happened as aforesaid amounted to five Lacks of Sicca Rupees 
or some other very great amount including the sum of Sicca Rupees in 
ready money of all which personal Estate consisting of ready money 
as aforesaid Public Securities of Government of Bengal Securities of 
Individuals Jewels gold and silver ornaments and plates househould 
furniture and other effects the said Rammohun Roy possessed himself 
as well as of all and singular the said Joint immoveable or real Estate 
in trust for himself and the- Complainant who was then an Infant of 
the age of Fifteen years or thereabouts and the said Rammohun Roy 
also possessed himself and has since kept and is still in possession of all 
the Pottahs title Deeds muniments Books accounts and papers belonging 
to the said Estate immoveable or real and moveable or personal. That 
the said Rammohun Roy shortly after the death of the said Juggomohun 
Roy purchased with the joint funds of the complainant and he the said 
Rammohun Roy and for their joint use and benefit a certain Upper- 
roomed House and Ground thereunto belonging situate at Chowrin- 
ghee in the I own of Calcutta of the value of Sicca Rupees Twenty 
thousand or thereabouts and also an upperroomed Garden House situate 
at Simlah in the Town of Calcutta of the value of Sicca Rupees thirteen 
thousand qt thereabouts. That after the death of the said Juggomohun 
Roy the complainant continued to live with the said Rammohun Roy as 
an undivided Hindoo family at the family house at Nangulparrah in the 
Zillah of Burdwan aforesaid until the sixteenth day of Maug in the 
Bengal year twelve hundred and twenty three answering to 
parts of the month of January and February in the year of Christ one 
thousand eight hundred and seventeen. That at or about the time last 
aforesaid the Complainant discovered that the said Rammohun Roy 
was seeking to injure and defraud the Complainant and to deprive him 
of his joint rights to his one moiety or half of the said joint Estate and 
that with that view the said Rammohun Roy had applied to and obtain¬ 
ed from the said Gooroodas Muckerjee a Bill of Sale or Conveyance 
of the said Talooks Q<f Govindpore and Rammesserpore and had got the 
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same transferred into his own name in the Books of the said Collector 
of Zillah of Burdwan. That having discovered that the said Rammohun 
Roy was also seeking to defraud the Complainant of his share of the 
said joint personal Estate the complainant applied to the said Rammohun 
Roy to come to a Partition with the Complainant of the said joint immo¬ 
veable or Real Estate and also to come to an account with the complain¬ 
ant touching the said joint moveable or personal Estate and to pay to 
the complainant what upon such account being taken shall be found 
justly due and owing from him to the complainant in respect thereof 
with which reasonable applications the complainant well hoped that 
the said Rammohun Roy would have complied as in Justice and Equity 
he ought to- have done. That the said Rammohun Roy may set forth 
a full true and particular account and description of the said real 
Estate and of the value thereof and of every part thereof and also a 
full true and particular Account of the said personal Estate as the same 
was at the time of the death of the said Juggornohun Roy and as the 
same now is and of what hath come to the hands possession or power 
cf the said Rammohun Roy or of any other person or persons to his 
use and that the complainant may be declared entitled to one full and 
equal moiety or half of the said Joint Estate immoveable or Real and 
moveable or Personal and that the said Rammohun Roy may be de¬ 
creed to come to a Partition with the Complainant of the said Joint 
immoveable or Real Estate and to an Account with him touching the 
said Joint personal Estate and the Rents and Profits of the said Joint 
immoveable or Real Estate come to his hands possession or power or to 
the hands possession or power of any other person qr persons to his 
use and to pay to the complainant whatever upon such Account being 
taken shall be found due and owing from the said Rammohun Roy to 
the complainant hereby offering to pay to the said Rammohun Roy 
whatever sums of money (if any) shall upon such Account 
being taken be found due and owing from the Complainant 
to the said Rammohun Roy and that qrne or more Commission or Com¬ 
missions of Partition may issue out of and under the seal of this Honour¬ 
able Court for the purpose of making such Partition of the said immove¬ 
able or Real Estate as aforesaid and that one full and equal moiety or 
half part thereof may be allowed to the Complainant to be held by him 
and his heirs in severalty and that all proper parties may be decreed to* 
join in making a good title to» each other the shares of the said Estate to 
be allowed under the said Commission of Partition as aforesaid and that 
all Pottah title deeds muniments Books accounts and papers Relating 
to the said Estate immoveable or Real and moveable qt personal may 
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be brought in and deposited for safe custody with the proper officer df 
this Honourable Court and Font* General Relief Is the Bill whereto 
the Counsel for the Defendant Ramnnohun Roy by his answer which 
was filed the Fourth day of October one thousand eight hundred and 
seventeen stated That altho the Complainant may be yet this Defen¬ 
dant does not know that he is a Hindoo Inhabitant of Calcutta. That 
Ramcaunt Roy the Grandfather of the said Complainant was in his 
life time a Hindoo and resided for sometime at Nungoolparah in the 
Pergunnah of Boyarah in the District of Burdwan in the Province of 
Bengal and afterwards at Burdwan and in other places and that the 
said Ramcaunt Roy in his life time had three Wives by the Eldest of 
whom named Suboqdoorah Daby long since dead the said Ramcaunt 
Roy had no children. That the said Ramcaunt Roy by his second wife 
named Tarreney Daby had two sons namely Juggomohun Roy the 
Complainants father who was the Eldest son of the said Ramcaunt Roy 
and this Defendant who admits himself to be an Inhabitant of Calcutta 
and a person therefore subject to the Jurisdiction of this Honourable 
Court. That he admits that the said Ramcaunt Roy by his third or 
youngest wife named Rammoney Daby had one son called Ramlochun 
Roy the third and youngest son of the said Ramcaunt Roy. That the 
said Ramcaunt Roy being in his life time seized and possessed of a 
considerable Estate immoveable and moveable or Real and personal 
on or about the time in the Complainants Bill of Complaint in that 
behalf mentioned did by a certain Instrument in the Bengal Language 
and Character a true translation of which is as this Defendant believes 
annexed to the Complainants said Bill marked with the Letter A and 
which said Instrument was publickly executed by the said Ramcaunt 
Roy and duly Registered by the Kazee of Kissenagore in the Province 
of Bengal a Public office in that behalf duly authorized divide and allot 
among his three sons the said Juggomohun Roy this Defendant and the 
said Ramlochun Roy the greater part of the immoveable or Real Estate 
of him the said Ramcaunt Roy as mentioned in the said Instrument in 
Writing of which shares so respectively allotted the said Juggomohun 
Roy Ramlochun Roy and the Defendant Respectively took possession 
under and by virtue of the said Instrument of Partition and that the 
said Ramcaunt Roy continued to possess so much of his Estate immove¬ 
able and moveable Respectively as was not allotted to his said sons 
in and by the said instrument in writing That the said Ramlochun Roy 
shortly after the said Partition separated himself from the other members 
of his said Father family and together with his said mother the said 
Rammoney Daby proceeded from the Family House in which the said 
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Ramlochun Roy and his mother had previously Resided at Nungoor- 
parah to a house and Premises at Radanagore to a certain share of 
which the said Ramlochun Roy become entitled under the said Instru¬ 
ment of Partition and which had previously belonged to his h ather the 
said Rameaunt Roy and that the said Ramlochun Roy afterwards con¬ 
tinued to reside principally at the place last mentioned until the period 
of his death which happened about the time in the Complainants Bill 
in that behalf mentioned That he denies that immediately or shortly or 
at any time after the said Partition the said Rameaunt Roy Juggomohun 
Roy and this Defendant reunited or lived together as a Hindoo family 
or become again and were joint and undivided in food property and in 
all other Respects until the death of the said Rameaunt Roy. That the 
said Ratncaunt Roy Departed this life on or about the month of Joystee 
in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and ten answering to 
parts of the months of May and June in the year of Christ one thousand 
eight hundred and three and so departed this life in a certain house at 
Burdwan which in the said Instrument of Partition is described as the 
Burdwan Lodging Houses and which had thereby been Reserved by 
him the said Rameaunt Roy for his own use leaving him surviving his 
said three sons Juggomohun Roy, Ramlochun Roy and this Defendant 
and also leaving him surviving his said three Widows namely Subbo- 
doorah Daby who is now dead and Tarreney Daby and Rammoney 
Daby who are still Respectively being. That he admits that the said 
Tarreney Daby and Rammoney Daby are not Inhabitants and that 
neither of them is an Inhabitant of Calcutta ct in any manner as this 
Defendant believes to the Jurisdiction of this Honourable Court denies 
that from the death of the said Rameaunt Roy until the time of the death 
of the said Juggomohun Roy or at any time or times subsequent to the 
date of the aforesaid instrument of Partition the said Juggomohun Roy 
and this Defendant either lived or continued to live together or to form 
an undivided Hindoo family as stated in the Complainants Bill of Com¬ 
plaint That altho the said Juggomohun Roy and this Defendant under 
and in virtue of the aforesaid instrument of Partition and in the manner 
therein specified were joint owners of the house at Nangoorparrah and 
so long as the said Juggomohun Roy was inabled to contribute his share 
did Equally out of their Respective funds defray the Expenses of their 
said mother Tarreney Daby and of the said Sooboodorah Daby during 
her life time who after the said Partition Respectively continued to 
Reside in the last mentioned house and that although this Defendant and 
the said Juggomohun Roy from th£ time of the said Partition until about 
the year of Christ one thousand eight hundred and one when the said 
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'^Jtr^omohun Roy become so much embarrassed in his Circumstances 
that he could not contribute to the support of his said mother did from 
their Respective and Several earnings profits or funds equally defray 
the Expence of providing food for the families of this defendant and of 
the said Juggomohun Roy who were under the superintendance and 
Management of their said mother Tarreney Daby in the said House at 
Nungoorparah under like manner paid the Expence of all Religious 
Ceremonies which were performed by or under the direction of the 
said Tarreney Daby Yet this Defendant saith that the said Juggomohun 
Roy and this Defendant were in all other Respects unconnected with 
each other and that the said Juggomohun Roy and this Defendant had 
separate and distinct servants and Establishments of the service accom¬ 
odation and convenience of each other and of their Respective Families 
and were not supported or maintained glut of any common stock or 
fund and that the said Juggomohun Roy and this Defendant during the 
period herein last mentioned Respectively paid their equal shares or 
proportions of the expences of the said Tarreney Daby and also of the 
said Suboodoorah Daby during her life time and also of supplying the 
food and performing the ceremonies as aforesaid from, and out of the 
income or profits Received or Realized by the said Juggomohun Roy and 
by this Defendant Respectively as aforesaid into the hands of certain 
Sircars olr servants employed and paid by the said Tarreney Daby when 
and as often as this Defendant and the said Juggomohun Roy during 
the period last mentioned were Respectively Required to pay the same 
and that this Defendant and the said Juggomohun Roy did not at any 
time after the said Partition otherwise than as aforesaid Jointly contri¬ 
bute to defray the Expences of themselves or of their mother or of the 
said Suboodoorah Daby or of the Families of the said Juggptmohun Roy 
and of this Defendant or of any or either of them admits that the said 
Juggomohun Roy departed this life in or about the month of Choit in 
the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and eighteen answering as 
this Defendant believes to parts of the months of March and April 
in the year of Christ one thousand eight hundred and twelve leaving 
him surviving the complainant his only son heir and legal personal 
Representative and as such according to the Laws usages and Customs 
of the Hindoos entitled to the whole of the Estate immoveable and 
moveable or Real and Personal which were or was of the said Juggo- 
mjohun Roiy at the time of his death denies that after the making of 
the Partition and allotment before mentioned the said Ramcaunt Roy 
with the Joint monies and funds of himself and of the said Juggomohun 
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this Defendant either in the name of Gungadhur Chose a con¬ 
fidential servant or in the name of any other person either for the Joint 
benefit of himself of the said Juggomohun Roy and of this Defendant 
otherwise purchased a certain Talook called or known by the name 
of Govindpore situate and being in the Pergunnah of Jahanabad in the 
Zillah of Burdwan denies that the said Ramcaunt Roy either in the 
name of his Nephew one Ramtonoo Roy or in the name of any other 
person purchased either with the Joint monies of him the said Ramcaunt 
Roy and of the said Juggomohun Roy and this Defendant or otherwise 
either far the joint benefit of him the said Ramcaunt Roy and of the 
said Juggomohun Roy and this Defendant or otherwise a certain other 
Talook called or known by the name of Rammesserpore situate and 
being in the Pergunnah of Chundercannah in the Zillah last mentioned 
denies that the said Ramcaunt Roy having so purchased the said Two 
several Talooks to a Public Sale of Government in the names of the 
said Gungadhur Chose and Ramtonooi Roy or otherwise caused the 
said Gungadhur Chose and Ramtonoo Roy to execute Bills of Sale 
thereof to this Defendant either in trust car for the joint benefit of himself 
the said Ramcaunt Roy and of the said Juggomohun Roy and this 
Defendant or in any other manner denies that the said Ramcaunt Roy 
caused the said Two several Talooks to be transferred in the Books of 
the Codlector of Burdwan or in any Books of any other Collector into 
the name of this Defendant denies that the said Ramcaunt Roy having 
purchased in the Bill in that behalf mentioned or otherwise the said 
two several Talooks called Govindpore and Rammesserpore caused 
Bills of Sale thereof to be Executed by this Defendant to one Rajib- 
lochun Roy or to any other person or that the said Ramcaunt Roy 
caused the said two several Talooks to be transferred in the Books of 
the Collector of Burdwan into the name of the said Rajiblochun Roy 
or that the several Conveyances or Transfers of the said Talooks in the 
Complainants Bill in that behalf mentioned or any or either of them or 
any other Conveyances or Transfer of the said Talooks were or was 
made by the directions of the said Ramcaunt Roy or in trust for himself 
and for the said Juggomohun Roy and this Defendant as in the Complain¬ 
ants Bill is untruly alleged. That about two years and a half after the 
Partition in the Bill hereinbefore mentioned and after the family of 
the said Ramcaunt Roy had become divided as aforesaid he this Defen¬ 
dant with the proper monies of this Defendant purchased for his own 
separate and Exclusive use and benefit the several Talooiks herein¬ 
before mentioned. That on or about the thirtieth day of Assur in the 
Bengal year one thousand two hundred and six answering as this Defen- 
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dant believes to the month of July in the year oi Christ one thousand 
seven hundred and ninety nine this Defendant purchased the said 
Talook situated and being at Govindpore from one Gungadhur Ghose 
for the price or sum of Sicca Rupees three thousand and one hundred 
and that on the same day and year last mentioned this Defendant also 
purchased the said Talook situate and being at Rammesserpore from 
one Ramtonooi Roy for the price or sum of Sicca Rupees one thousand 
two hundred and fifty. That afterwards and some time in or about the 
year of Ghrist one thousand and eight hundred this Defendant was about 
to proceed tqi Patna Benares and to other Provinces Remove from 
Calcutta and considering the uncertainty of life and having at that time 
no Child this Defendant was desirous that in that event of his death 
happening during his absence from Calcutta one Gooroodoss Muckerjee 
then an Infant of the age of ten or eleven years and who was the only 
son of this Defendants sister should after this Defendants death 
inherit or become entitled to the said two Talooks of Ram- 
messserpore and Govindpore and that this Defendant there¬ 
fore as is usual amongst Hindoos caused a nominal transfer 
of the said two Talooks to be Executed to the said Rajiblochun Roy who 
was a Confidential friend of this Defendant in trust for the said Gooroo- 
doss Muckerjee and that this Defendant at the same time Received 
from the said Rajiblochun Roy a declaration in writing in the name of 
the said Gooroodoss Muckerjee that the said two Talooks were held by 
the said Rajiblochun Roy in trust for the said Gooroodoss Muckerjee in 
the event of the death of this Defendant during his Intended absence 
from Calcutta denies that any conveyance of the said two Talooks or 
of either of them was made by this Defendant in the manner stated by 
the Complainant in his Bill of Complaint or that any conveyance there¬ 
of was made other than that hereinbefore mentioned- denies that the 
said Ramcaunt Roy and Juggomohun Roy or either of them had at 
any time any Right title or interest whatsoever to or in the said last 
mentioned Talooks or to or either of them ot any part thereof or that 
the said Talooks or either of them continued to be the joint property of 
the said Ramcaunt Roy Juggomohun and this Defendant from the time 
of the purchase thereof at the Government Sale as stated in the Complain¬ 
ants Bill until or at the time of the death of the said Ramcaunt Roy 
as in the Bill is untruly That the said Ramlochun Roy was not nor did 
he become entitled to any part of any Joint Estate upon the death of 
the said Ramcaunt Roy in as much as there was not any Joint Estate 
upon or at the time of the death of the said Ramcaunt Roy. That the 
said Ramlochun Roy from the time when he so proceeded to Radanagur 
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as hereinbefore mentioned did not afterwards Reunite himself with the 
said Ramcaunt Roy Juggomohun Roy and this Defendant or with any 
or with either of them and that the said Ramcaunt Roy this Defendant 
and the said Juggomohun Roy or any of them from or after the time 
of the said Partition did not at any time during the life time of the 
said Ramcaunt Roy Reunite or form an undivided family but that on 
the contrary thereof the said Ramcaunt Roy shortly after the said 
Partition proceeded to Reside in the said Lodging House at Burdwan 
which he had so Reserved for himself as aforesaid and continued during 
the Remainder of his life time to Reside and live apart and separate 
from this Defendant and from the said Juggomohun Roy and that this 
defendant and the said Juggomohun Roy although they occasionally 
occupied portions of the same house and altho their families were under 
the super intendance and management of the said Tarreney Daby as 
aforesaid yet lived and conducted their affairs and concerns separately 
and unconnected with each other and did not at any time after the said 
Partition Reunited or Form an undivided Hindoo Family as untruly 
stated in the Complainants Bill. That he this Defendant or the said 
Ramlochun Roy to the knowledge or belief of this Defendant do not 
claim to be entitled to any part of the Estate immoveable and moveable 
or Real and personal of which the said Ramcaunt Roy was possessed 
or entitled unto at any time of his death but that the said Juggomohun 
Roy preferred in certain claims as the sole heir of the said Ramcaunt 
Roy before the Zillah Court of Burdwan and also before the Provincial 
Court of Appeal of Calcutta in order to obtain possession of certain 
property which had belonged to the said Ramcaunt Roy at the time of 
his death and that in default of other claimants the said Juggomohun 
Roy was Recognized by the said Courts Respectively as the sole heir to 
the said Ramcaunt Roy. That upon the death of the said Ramcaunt 
Roy as this Defendant and also the said Ramlochun Roy and Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy did as this Defendant believes become entitled jointly to 
the Estate immoveable or Real and moveable or personal which was 
of the said Ramcaunt Roy at the time of his Death- denies that the 
said Ramcaunt Roy at the time of his Death was seized and possessed 
of or otherwise entitled unto any Estate immoveable or moveable jointly 
with this Defendant and the said Juggomohun Roy either at the time 
of the death of the said Ramcaunt Roy or at any time afterwards be¬ 
came or were entitled unto or at any time possessed themselves of the 
whole or any Estate immoveable or moveable which had belonged to 
the said Ramcaunt Roy Juggomohun Roy and this Defendant at the 
time of the death of the said Ramcaunt Roy denies that at the time 
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death of the said Ramcaunt Roy or at any time afterwards the 
said Talooks of Govindpore and Remmesserpore which in the Com¬ 
plainants Bill of Complaint are alledged to have yielded together after 
payment of the Rvenue to Government an annual income or profit to 
the zemindar of fifteen thousand Rupees or thereabouts were or was 
comprized in the Real or immoveable Estate whereof the said Ramcaunt 
Roy died seized or possessed or that the said Talooks either of them 
were or was held in the name of Rajiblochun Roy upon the trust un¬ 
truly stated in the Complainants Bill of Complaint for this Defendant 
saith that the said Talooks and each of them, before at and after the 
death of the said Ramcaunt Roy were or was the Sole and Exclusive 
property of this Defendant as hereinbefore mentioned subject only to 
the conditional transfer hereinbefore in that behalf mentioned denies 
that shortly or at any time after the death of the said Ramcaunt Roy 
the said Juggomohun Roy and this Defendant caused the said Two 
Talooks to be transferred in the Books of the said Collector to the 
name of Gooroodoss Muckerjee a Grandson by a Daughter of the said 
Ramcaunt Roy in trust for the joint benefit of the said Juggomohun Roy 
and this Defendant as untruly stated in the Complainants Bill of Com¬ 
plaint. That some time after this Defendant had conveyed the said 
several Talooks to the said Rajiblochun Roy as hereinbefore in that 
behalf mentioned a son was born to this Defendant whereupon 
this Defendant gave upon his intention of leaving the said 
two Talooks to be enjoyed after his decease by the said 
Gooroodoss Muckerjee. But in as much as the said Rajib¬ 
lochun Roy had done several acts Respecting the said several Talooks 
in the name of the said Gooroodoss Muckerjee he this Defendant did 
cause a transfer of the said Two Talooks tot be made in the Books of 
the said Collector of Burdwan to the narne of the said Gooroodoss 
Muckerjee and that shortly after the Return of this Defendant to Calcutta 
and when the said Gooroodoss Muckerjee had attained to the age of 
twenty six years or thereabouts this Defendant Resumed the said several 
Talooks and obtained a Regular conveyance and transfer thereof from 
the said Gooroodotss Muckerjee and in order to compensate the said 
Gooroodoss Muckerjee for the disappointment which he Experienced in 
consequence of the birth of this Defendants said son as aforesaid this 
Defendant did about the same period of time by a deed of Gift Transfer 
to the said Gooroodoss Muckerjee the whole of the Right title and share 
of this Defendant of in and to the said House at Nangurparah in as full 
and ample a manner as the same had been granted and allotted to him 
thiV Defendant by his said Father under the aforesaid Instrument erf 
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and which share of the said last mentioned House is as this 
Defendant believes nqw in the use Possession and occupation of the 
said Gooroodoss Muckerjee. That the said Ramlochun Roy daparted 
this life at or about the time in the Complainants Bill in that: behalf men¬ 
tioned leaving him surviving a Widow named Lubungoluttah Daby and 
an only son named Hurgovind Roy who as this Defendant is advised 
and believes was the sole heir and personal Representative of the said 
Ramlochun Roy and also leaving him surviving a Daughter named 
Drubbo Moyee who afterwards married one Dcorgapersaud Mukerjee 
by whom she has issue male and female now living and which said 
Drubbo Moyee is now living. That the said Hurgovind Roy departed 
this life at or about the time in the Complainants Bill in that behalf 
mentioned without issue and leaving a Widow named Hursoondry Daby 
him surviving admits that the said Lubungaluttah Daby and Hursoondry 
Daby or either of them are or is not Inhabitants or an Inhabitant of 
Calcutta and that neither of them to the knowledge or belief of this 
Defendant is in any manner subject to the Jurisdiction of this Honour¬ 
able Court—denies that the said Ramcaunt Roy in his life time at any 
time subsequent to the date of the said Instrument of Partition lent to 
different persons or to any person or persons large or any sums of money 
out of any Joint funds or that any such loans or sums Remained due 
and owing to the said Ramcaunt Roy at the time of his death or that 
this Defendant recovered or got in several or any of such Debts no 
such debts to the knowledge or belief of this Defendant having at any 
time existed Admits that he this Defendant hath since his Fathers death 
received the Principal and part of this Interest of a sum of about eight 
thousand Sicca Rupees which he this Defendant out of his own funds 
and some years before the death of the said Ramcaunt Roy lent to. the 
Honourable Andrew Ramsay formerly Commercial Resident at Junghe- 
pore and this Defendant hath also Recovered and Received the sum of 
five thousand Rupees or thereabouts with Interest which he 
this Defendant in the like manner out of his own proper monies 
lent t q \ Thomas Woodford Esquire formerly acting Collector of 
Dacca but this Defendant positively denies that the said last men¬ 
tioned sums or either of them or any part thereof were or was lent 
to the said Andrew Ramsay and Thomas Woodford Respectively either 
by the said Ramcaunt Roy in his life time or out of any joint fund to 
which the said Ramcaunt Roy and Juggomohun Roy or either of them 
were or was in any manner entitled denies that after the death of the 
said Ramcaunt Roy the said Juggomohun Roy and this Defendant pur¬ 
chased out of any Joint Funds there not having been any such funds 
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the said Partition as aforesaid either in the name of Rajiblochun 
Roy but in trust for themselves or otherwise either a certain Putteney 
Falook called Kissenagore situate in Pergunnah Jahanabad in the 
Zillah of Burdwan of the value of Sicca Rupees forty thousand or 
thereabouts or of any other value or a certain other Putteney Talook 
called Burlook also situate in the said Pergunnah Jahanabad of the 
value of Sicca Rupees sixty thousand or thereabouts or of any other 
value denies that the said Juggomohun Roy and this Defendant out of 
any Joint Funds or otherwise Purchased in the name of the said Ram- 
lochun Roy but in trust for themselves or in the name of any other 
person the Putteney Talook Nangulparah situate in the Pergunnah of 
Boyrah and Zillah of Burdwan aforesaid. That as the truth is that the 
said Juggomohun Roy had not at any time Interest whatsoever in the 
said three last mentioned Talooks or in any or in either of them and 
that the Funds with which the said last mentioned Three Talooks were 
respectively purchased were the proper and exclusive monies of this 
Defendant. That the said Talook of Nungulparah was purchased by 
one Juggomohun Mozumdar for and on account of this Defendant and 
out of the monies of this Defendant in the Bengal year one thousand 
two hundred and ten from Monickram Dutt and others and that the 
said Talook of Beerlook was sometime in the Bengal year one thousand 
two hundred and fifteen and that the said Talook called Kissenagore 
was sometime in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and sixteen 
respectively purchased by the said Rajiblochun Roy for and on account 
of this Defendant denies that the said Juggomohun Roy and this 
Defendant laid out considerable or any sums of money belonging to 
any Joint funds as in the Complainants Bill is untruly alledged either 
in making into a Garden a certain piece of Ground which belonged to 
any Joint Estate situate at Rogoonathpore in the Pergunnah Jahanabad 
and Zillah of Burdwan aforesaid or in the constructing of a certain 
blouse thereon for this Defendant positively saith there were no joint 
funds or Joint Estate in which this Defendant and the said Juggomohun 
Roy were interested after the, Partition hereinbefore mentioned. That 
he this Defendant at various times by his said agent Juggunauth 
Mozumdar did pay lay out and expend various sums of money out of 
the funds exclusively belonged to this Defendant in making intpi a 
Garden a certain piece of Ground at Rogonathpore aforesaid which was 
the; sole and separate property of this Defendant and also building and 
constructing of a certain House in the last mentioned piece of Ground 
so being separate property of this Defendant at Rogoonathpore afore¬ 
said. That the said last mentioned house was not begun to be built 
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until after the death of the said Juggomohun Roy denies that the said 
Juggomohun .'Roy and this Defendant purchased several pieces or 
parcel of Rent free ox Bremutter Grounds situate at Kissenagore and 
in the said Pergunnah Jahanabad in the Zillah of Burdwan aforesaid 
containing about three hundred biggahs or any other quantity of the 
value of Sicca Rupees six thousand or of any other value—denies that 
the said Juggomohun Roy and this Defendant purchased a certain 
other Putteney Talook called Serampore in Pergunnah Bocrsut in the 
Zillah of Burdwan aforesaid of the value of Sicca Rupees five thousand 
or thereabouts or of any other value—That as the truth is that the said 
Juggomohun Roy had not at any time any interest whatsoever in the 
last mentioned Talook and that the same was purchased by the said 
Juggernauth Mozumdar in his own name but with the proper money 
and for and on the account of this Defendant Exclusively from one 
Ramdhone Chatterjee for the price or sum of Sicca Rupees seven 
hundred and twenty five—That this Defendant either separately or 
jointly did not at any time purchase any Bremutter Ground whatsoever 
and that this Defendant hath not at any time heretofore been possessed 
of or entitled to any Bremutter Ground except that which was allotted 
to him this Defendant by his father in and by the aforesaid Instrument of 
Partition denies that the said Juggomohun Roy and this Defendant 
in the life time of the said Juggomohim Roy were seized and possessed 
to them and their Heirs for ever as Tenants in common according to 
the laws Talooks and premises which in and by the Complainants said 
Bill are untruly alledged to have been purchased by the said Juggomohun 
Roy and this Defendant out of their Joint funds or that the, said Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy and this Defendant were seized and possessed of the said 
two several Talooks called Govindpore and Rammesserpore in the Zillah 
cf Burdwan aforesaid also untruly alleged to have been purchased during 
the life time of the said Ramcaunt Roy out of Joint funds—denies that 
the said Juggomohun Roy in his life time at any period subsequent to 
the said Partition was jointly entitled with this Defendant to or had 
any common interest with this Defendant in any Lands Talooks or 
premises whatsoever except the common interest which the said 
Juggomohun Roy and this Defendant continued to have in virtue of 
the said Partition in the aforesaid house at Nangoorparah to the joint 
possession of which they were entitled but which they did not in fact 
jointly possess otherwise than as is hereinbefore in that behalf men¬ 
tioned—That the said Juggomohun Roy during his life time continued 
toi manage for his own sole and separate use such part of the Estate 
which formerly was of the said Ramcaunt Roy as he was by the said 
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Instrument of Partition entitled unto and also such other Estate and 
property as, the said Juggomohun Roy afterwards gained by his own 
separate exertions and dealings and that he the said Juggomohun Roy 
during his life time after the said Partition on his own private and 
separate account and without any connection or communication with 
this Defendant purchased and paid for certain Lands which he after¬ 
wards held and enjoyed in his own name and for his own benefit and 
under his own exclusive authority and Controul in which last mentioned 
lands this Defendant was not at any time or in any manner interested.— 
That the said Juggomohun. Roy also after the said Partition as afore¬ 
said sold certain lands without the consent or concurrence of this 
Defendant and dealt with such last mentioned lands as the sole and 
Exclusive Property cf him the said Juggomohun Roy and applied the 
price or produce of such last mentioned lands to the sole and exclusive 
use of him the said Juggomohun Roy—denies that the said Juggomohun 
Roy and this Defendant by the Profits of the Talooks in that behalf 
in the Complainants Bill mentioned or otherwise greatly or at all en~ 
creased any Joint personal Estate in which this Defendant and the said 
Juggomohun Roy were interested or that any such joint personal Estate 
that the death of the said Juggomohun Roy amounted to five Lacks 
of Rupees or to any other great amount either including the sum of 
eighty thousand Sicca Rupees in Ready money or any other sum—T hat 
at or any time after the before mentioned Partition this Defendant and 
the said Juggomohun Roy were not possessed of or interested in any 
joint personal Estate whatsoever—That on the death of the said Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy or at any time afterwards this Defendant did not directly 
or indirectly possess himself of any Ready Money or Public Securities 
of the Government of Bengal or of any Securities of Individuals or of 
any Jewels or Gold or Silver Ornaments or of any plate or household 
Furniture or of any otheT Effects of any kind or description which were 
cf the said Juggomohun Roy in his life time or at the time of his death— 
That he this Defendant on the death of the said Juggomohun Roy or 
at any time afterwards did not directly possess himself of and is not 
now possessed cf and hath not at any time kept any Pottahs or Title 
deeds or muniments or Books or accounts or papers belonging to any 
Estate immoveable or Real or moveable or personal which respectively 
were of the said Juggomohun Roy in his life time or in which he had 
any Interest whatsoever. That he admits that the said Complainant at 
any time of the death of the said Juggomohun Roy was an Infant of the 
age of fifteen years or thereabouts—That he denies that shortly or at 
any time after the death of the said Juggomohun Roy this Defendant 
34 
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joint funds of himself and of the said Complainant or for their 
Joint use and benefit purchased a certain upperromed House and Ground 
thereunto belonging situate at Chowringhee in the Town of Calcutta or 
Elsewhere of the value of Sicca Rupees twenty thousand or thereabouts 
or of any other value or that this Defendant at any time with the joint 
funds of himself and of the said Complainant or for their Joint use and 
benefit purchased an upperroomed Garden house situate at Simlah in 
the said Town of Calcutta or Elsewhere either of the value of Sicca 
Rupees thirteen thousand or thereabouts or of any other value. That 
he this Defendant on his own account or with his own separate use and 
benefit did in the year of Christ one thousand eight hundred and fourteen 
purchase the said last mentioned house and Ground at Chowringhee 
from ©ne Elizabeth Fenwick for the price or sum of Sicca Rupees twenty 
thousand three hundred and seventeen and that this Defendant in like 
manner in the year last mentioned purchased the said upperroomed 
House situate^ at Simlah from one Francis Mendes for the price or sum 
of Sicca Rupees thirteen thousand and that the last mentioned house 
was also purchased with the proper and exclusive monies of this De¬ 
fendant denies that after the death of the said Juggomohun Roy the 
said Complainant continued to live with this Defendant as an undivided 
Hindoo family at the family House at Nangoorparah or at any other 
House until the sixteenth day of Maug in the Bengal year one thousand 
two hundred and twenty three as untruly stated in the Complainants 
Bill of Complaint denies that the said Complainant at or after the time 
of the death cf the said Juggomohun Roy had any Joint Right with this 
Defendant in or to any Estate or property whatsoever except the Right 
of the said Complainant under the said Deed of Partition to a share of 
the said House and premises at Nangoorparah as aforesaid until this 
Defendant assigned his Interest therein as hereinbefore mentioned— 
denies that this Defendant seeking to injure or defraud the said Com¬ 
plainant of any Right or Rights to the Estate in the Bill of Complaint 
untruly described as the joint Estate or with any such view as in the said 
Bill isi untruly stated applied to or obtained from the said Gooroodoss 
Muckerjee a Bill of Sale or Conveyance of the Talooks of Govindpore 
and Rammesserpore aforesaid or that this Defendant with the view or 
for the purpose in the Bill Respectively untruly alledged or for any other 
purpose or with any other view than as hereinbefore in that behalf i,s 
mentioned caused or procured the said last mentioned Talooks to be 
transferred in the Books of the said Collector of Burdwan into the name 
of this Defendant—denies that this Defendant at any time or in any 
manner sought or attempted to defraud the said Complainant of any 
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part or share, of the perjSonal Estate to which the said Juggomohun Roy 
may have been entitled at the time of his death.—That the said Juggo- 
malum Roy at the time of his death was not entitled Jointly with this 
Defendant to any personal Estate whatsoever—That he this Defendant 
after the. said Partition as aforesaid very rddom Resided in 
the said House of Nangoorparah he admits that until the 
period in the Bill in that behalf mentioned the said Complain¬ 
ant did live at the House at Nangoorparah as a member of a divided 
Hindoo family. That the said Complainant shortly after the death of 
the said Juggomohun Roy did as this Defendant hath been informed and 
believes prefer or cause to be preferred a certain complaint in the 
Zillah Court at Hoogly and thereby claim, to be entitled to the whole 
of the property which belonged to his said Father the said Juggomohun 
Roy at the time of his death and in virtue of such claim did obtain from 
the said Court a certain Process of the said Court against a person who 
was indebted to the said Juggomohun Roy at the time of his death upon 
some Judgment or Decree of the said Zillah Court obtained by the said 
Juggomohun Roy in his life time and this Defendant humbly submit 
that the institution of such last mentioned suits by the said Juggomohun 
Roy in his life time and after his death by the said Complainant in the 
said Zillah Court it is divident that the said Juggomohun Roy in his life 
time and the said Complainant after the death of his said father Res¬ 
pectively acted as persons who were divided in interest from this De¬ 
fendant—denies that the said Complainant at any time except by his 
said Bill of Complaint applied to this Defendant to< come to a Parti¬ 
tion of any Joint immoveable or Real Estate or to account with him 
touching any Joint moveable or personal Estate But this Defendant 
humbly submit^ to this Honorable Court that as no Property either Real 
or personal which was of the said Juggomohun Roy the Father of the said 
Complainant in his life time or to which the said Juggomohun Roy was in 
his life time in any manner entitled has come to the hands Possession or 
power of any person or persons to his use he this Defendant would not 
have been bound even if this Defendant had been thereto Required to 
come to any Partition or account and that Defendant is not bound to 
come to any Partition or account with the said Complainant touching 
the Premises—That shortly after the date of the said Instrument of 
Partition the said Rameaunt Roy withdrew from the House in which 
he had previously Resided at Nangoorparah as aforesaid and went to 
Reside at the House hereinbefore mentioned at Burdwan and that the 
said Rameaunt Roy at all times afterwards until the time of his death 
continued to Reside in the last mentioned house separate and apart 
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from this Defendant and the said Juggomohun Roy and that the said 
Ramcaunt Roy at no time afterwards Returned to Reside in the said 
House at Nangoorparah although he occasionally visited the members 
of his family there for short period of time in the same manner as the 
said Ramcaunt Ray made occasional visits to the said Ramlochun Roy 
and such members of the family as Resided in the said House at Rada- 
nagore—That from the time when the said Ramcaunt Roy so separated 
himself from his family as aforesaid and proceeded to Reside in the said 
House at Burdwan until the time of his death the dealings and Trans¬ 
actions of the said Ramcaunt Roy were separate and Distinct from the 
dealings and Transactions of this Defendant and of the said Juggo- 
mohun Roy Respectively and the said Ramcaunt Roy as this Defendant 
hath been informed and believes kept separate and distinct accounts of 
his own dealings and Transactions and employed his own servants and 
in every other Respect acted and transacted his affairs as a person 
separated interest from, the other members of his family. That the said 
Ramcaunt Roy after such Partition and Separation as aforesaid con¬ 
tracted debts to a considerable amount some of which were due and 
unpaid at the time of his death but that this Defendant at any time 
hath not been Required or Compelled to pay and hath not in fact paid 
any of the debts of the said Ramcaunt Roy which were contracted after 
such Partition or separation for that the said Ramcaunt Roy after such 
Partition and Separation was treated and considered as a Person who 
had divided and severed his Pecuniary interests from the other members 
of his family—That shortly after the said Separation and Partition and 
after the said Ramcaunt Roy and Ramlochun Roy had Respectively 
quitted the said family House at Nangoorparah this Defendant and the 
said Juggomohun Roy also deducted themselves except as hereinbefore 
mentioned as persons entirely separated in Interest and that this De¬ 
fendant employed and from that time of the death of the said Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy and afterwards until the present time continued to employ 
separate agents and servants for the management of the affairs and 
dealings of this Defendant over which agents or servants the said Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy had not any Controul and that this Defendant at all times 
after such Partition and during the life time of the said Juggomohun 
Roy carried on his dealings and Transactions of the said Ramcaunt 
Roy and Juggomohun Roy Respectively and kept or caused to be kept 
Books and accounts of the separate dealings and Transactions of them 
this Defendant which last mentioned Books and accounts were at all 
times in the Exclusive Possession of this Defendant and his agents or 
servants and which last mentioned Books or accounts were not at any 
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time, to the knowledge or belief of this Defendant subject or subjected to 
the inspection or control of the said Ramcaunt Roy and Juggomohun 
Roy or of either of them and that after such Partition and Separation 
the said Ramcaunt Roy or either of them did not to the knowledge or 
belief of this Defendant claim or assert any Right to any Interest share 
or proportion in the dealings or Transactions of this Defendant or in the 
property immoveable or moveable which this Defendant possessed or 
had acquired but that on the contrary thereof the said Ramcaunt Roy 
and Juggomohun Roy and each of them during their Respective life 
times treated and considered the dealing and Transactions of this De¬ 
fendant and the property acquired and possessed by this Defen¬ 
dant after such Partition as aforesaid as dealings Transactions and 
property Respectively in which they the said Ramcaunt Roy and Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy or either of them had not any share or interest whatsoever 
That after such Partition and after the said Ramcaunt Roy and Ram- 
lochun Roy had Respectively withdraw from! the said Family House 
at Nangoorparah as aforesaid the said Juggomohun Roy also employed 
and from that period until the time of his death continued to employ 
separate agents or servants for the management of the separate affairs 
and Dealings of him the said Juggomohun Roy which last mentioned 
agents or servants were paid by the proper monies of him the said 
Juggornohun Roy and were not in any manner under the cotrol or 
authority of the said Ramcaunt Roy and that the said Juggomohun Roy 
at all times after the said Partition during his life time carried on sepa¬ 
rate dealings and Transactions wholly distinct and separate from the 
dealings and Transactions of the said Ramcaunt Roy and of thig. De¬ 
fendant Respectively and kept or caused to be kept separate Books and 
accounts of the dealings and Transactions of him the said Juggomohun 
Roy which last mentioned Books and accounts were at all times in the 
possession of the said Juggomohun Roy or of his agents or servants 
and which last mentioned Books or accounts were not at any time 
inspected or Examined by this Defendant or as this Defendant believes 
by any person on his behalf or as this Defendant believes by the said 
Ramcaunt Roy in his life time or by any person or persons on his be¬ 
half and that this Defendant or the said Ramcaunt Roy to the knowledge 
or belief of this Defendant did not any time after such Partition and 
Separation as aforesaid claim or assert any Right to interfere in the said 
dealings or Transactions of the said Juggomohun Roy or any claim or 
Right to any Interest Share or proportion in the property which was 
possessed or had been acquired by the said Juggomohun Roy subse¬ 
quently to the said Partition as aforesaid but that on the contrary there- 
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^ojxthe said Ramcaunt Roy during his life time and this Defendant at 
all times after the said Partition and during the life time of the said 
Juggomohun Roy treated and considered the dealings Transactions and 
property of the said Juggomohun Roy as dealings Transactions as Pro¬ 
perty Respectively in which the said Ramcaunt Roy and this Defendant 
or either of them had not any interest whatsoever—That after the death 
of the said Juggomohun Roy and until the time of the filing of the 
Complainants Bill of Complaint the dealings and Transactions of this 
Defendant have been carried on and conducted in the same manner as 
they were carried cn and conducted after the said Partition as afore¬ 
said during the life time of the said Ramcaunt Roy and Juggomohun 
Roy Respectively and separate from and unconnected with the dealings 
and Transactions of the said Complainant. That the said Juggomohun 
Roy in his life time contracted several debts to a very considerable 
amount for which the said Juggomohun Roy was separately sued as a 
person separated in pecuniary interests from the other surviving members 
of his family and that this Defendant at any time or in any manner hath 
not been required or compelled to pay and hath not in fact paid any 
or either of the debts which were so contracted by the said Juggomohun 
Roy subsequently to thp Partition and separation as aforesaid—That in 
or about the year of Christ one thousand eight hundred and one the 
said Juggomohun Roy as the exclusive proprietor of a certain Talook 
called Hurreerampore situate in Pergunnah Chitooah in the district of 
Midnapore and which in and by the said Instrument of Partition had 
been allotted as part of the share of the said Juggomohun Roy was un¬ 
able to pay a certain arrear of Revenue the due to the Government of 
Fort William, in consequence whereof the said Talook last mentioned 
was sold by the Collector for the time being of the said district of 
Midnapore and that in as much as the Sale of the said Talook last men¬ 
tioned did not produce a sufficient sum to satisfy the said arrear of 
Revenue the said Juggomohun Roy thereupon imprisoned in the Gaol 
of the Dewany Adawlut of Midnapore for the Balance which Remained 
due to the said Government amounting to the sum, of four thousand 
four hundred and fifty-eight Sicca Rupees or thereabouts and the said 
Juggomohun Roy continued to be so imprisoned in the said Gaol as a 
Debtor for the last mentioned sum, during Period of two years and 
a half or thereabouts—That during the period while the said Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy continued to be so imprisoned as aforesaid and although 
the said Juggomohun Roy corresponded in writing with this Defendant 
he did not claim or pretend to be entitled to any share or proportion of 
the Talooks or other Real property which were then in the possession 
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Defendant or to any share Interest In any personal property 
which was then in the hands or possession of this Defendant but that 
on the contrary thereof the said Juggomohun Roy after suffering his 
long imprisonment as aforesaid addressed or caused to be addressed 
som ( ei document in writing to the Collector for the time being of the 
said district of Midnapore therein declared that he the said Juggomohun 
Roy was in such distressed circumstances that he the said Juggomohun 
Roy was not able to pay more than the sum, of one thousand Sicca 
Rupees on account of the said Balance so due to the said Government 
and for which he was sqi imprisoned as aforesaid at one time or payment 
and proposing to pay the Residue of the said Balance by thirty four 
monthly instalments—That he hath been informed and believes and 
hopes to prove that the said Juggomohun Roy about fifteen years after 
the said Partition and Separation as aforesaid absolutely sold certain 
immoveable property as and for his own separate and exclusive Pro¬ 
perty and that the said Juggomohun Roy after the said Partition and 
Separation as aforesaid and without the privity or assent of this De¬ 
fendant or of the said Ramcaunt Roy mortgaged a considerable part 
of the property which had been allotted to him the said Juggomohun 
Roy in and by the said Instrument of Partition together with consider¬ 
able part of the immoveable property which he the said Juggomohun 
Roy had acquired subsequently to the said Partition and Separation as 
aforesaid. That the said Juggomohun Roy sometime in or about the 
month of Falgoon in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and 
eleven answering to the month of February in the year of Christ one 
thousand eight hundred and four borrowed from this Defendant the 
sum of Sicca Rupees one thousand and Executed to this Defendant an 
instrument in writing in the Bengal Language and character for securing 
to this Defendant the Repayment of the sum last mentioned.—That 
the said Instrument of' Partition so Executed and Requested as afore¬ 
said hath not at any time been cancelled or Revoked and that the same 
as this Defendant hath been advised and believes is still valid and effec¬ 
tual according to the Laws of the Hindoos to bar the said Complainant 
from obtaining any Partition or account of Property which this Defen¬ 
dant hath derived under or by virtue of such Instrument or which this 
Defendant hath acquired subsequently to th e date of such Instrument 
and this Defendant humbly craves all the benefit and advantage in law 
lo which he is entitled in value of the said Instrument of Partition in the 
same manner as if this Defendant had formerly pleaded the same in 
bar to the Relief discovery and Partition Respectively sought by the 
Complainants Bill of Complaint and this Defendant lastly submits to this 
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lonourable Court that the facts and circumstances thereinbefore in that 
behalf mentioned Respectively show and prove that at any time subse¬ 
quently to the Partition and Separation aforesaid the said Ramcaunt 
Roy and this Defendant did not Reunite their pecuniary interests or in 
any manner agree to form or in fact form an undivided Hindoo Family 
in the manner in that behalf in the Complainants Bill of Complaint ailed- 
ged Denies Combination &ca. Is the answer and whereas after the 
filing of the said answer and issue joined thereon and examination of 
Witnesses had and publication passed and upon reading a Subpoena to 
hear Judgment which issued on the sixth day of October in the year 
of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and nineteen and an affidavit 
of Gorauchund Doss sworn this twenty fifth day of October last of the 
due service thereof and upon reading an office copy of an order of this 
Court made in this cause on the twentieth day of July last past and 
upon hearing what was alledged by the advocates for the Defendant 
This Court doth think fit to adjudge order and decree and doth adjudge 
Order and Decree that the said Bill of Complaint of the said Com¬ 
plainant in this cause do stand absolutely dismissed out of and from 
this Court with costs. 

WITNESS Sir Edward Hyde East Knight Chief Justice at Fort William 
aforesaid the tenth day of December in the year of our Lord cue thousand 
eight hundred and nineteen.— 


Turner Atty. 

Strettell Atty. 

(Sd) E. R East 
,, F. Macnaghten 
,, A. Buller 


(Sd) D, Heming 
Registrar 
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DATES 

1817 


Govindpersaud Roy 
■—vs— 

Rammohun Roy 


23 June, 1817 . Bill of Complaint filed 

>» »* ,, .. Writ of Subpoena ad respondendum issued 

against Rammohun Roy. 

24 ,, ,, . Augustus Frederic Hamilton & George Hamil¬ 

ton Attornies engaged by Rammohun Roy 

25 »» . Rammohun enters appearance through his 

Attornies 

29 July, ,, ...... Rammohun applies for a month’s further time 

tQ< file his Answer, with complainant’s con¬ 
sent : Prayer granted 

29 August, ,, ...... Rammohun applies for another three weeks* 

further time to have various papers and 


documents translated which would be re¬ 
quired to prepare his Answer, with com¬ 
plainant’s consent: Prayer granted. 

19 September, ,, . Warrant cf Attorney 

20 ,, ,, ,, . Rammohun applies foir leave to change his 

Attorney from Messrs. Plamiltcns to Ben¬ 
jamin Turner : Prayer granted 

23 ,, ,, ,, . Rammohun engages Mr. B. Turner as his 

Attorney, with complainant’s consent 

24 ,, ,, ,, . Rammohun applies fc/r another eight days* 

further time to file his Answer; Prayer 
granted 

4 October, ,, ...... Ramtmohun files his Answer 

17 », ,, ,, . Govindpersaud applies for one month's 

further time to reply to Defendant’s Answer, 
with Defendant’s Attorney’s consent : 
Prayer granted 


19 November, „ .. Govindpersaud files his Replication 

1 December ,, . Rammohun files his Rejoinder 


1818 

8 January, 1818 ...... Notice given that the Court would be moved 

on the 12th instant to issue a rule for dis¬ 
missing the Complainant’s Bill of Complaint 
fcr want of prosecution 


35 
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Govindpersaud files Interrogatories-in-chief 
Subpoena issued to Bacharam Sain & kistno- 
mohun Dhara to give evidence on behalf of 
the complainant 

Rammohun files Cross Interrogatories 

Bacharam Sain examined on the part of 
Govindpersaud Roy 
Bacharam Sain cross-examined 
Subpoena issued to Gooroopersaud Roy, 
Goculchund Bose, Juggernaut Mozumdar, 
Rajiblochun Roy, Goioroodoss Mukerjee, 
Gopeymohun Chatterjee and R. C. Pritcheet 
to give evidence on behalf of Rammohun 
Roy. 

Subpoena issued to Gooroopersaud Roy and 
Gopeymohun Chatterjee to give evidence 
on behalf of Rammohun Roy 
Rammohun files further Cross Interrogatories 
Rammohun applies for a Rule: Prayer 
granted 

Govindpersaud applies for change of Attorney 
from Scott to Wm. Smith: Prayer granted 
Gopeemohun Chatterjee examined on the 
part of Rammohun Roy 
Govindpersaud engages Wm. Smith as his 
Attorney 

Gooroopersaud Roy examined on the part 
of Rammohun Roy 

Subpoenas issued to Puttitpaban Chukerbutty, 
Ramdulal Ghose, Ramtonoo Roy, Bipper- 
persaud Roy, Tarreney Deby, Heeraram 
Chatterjee, Sobahchunder Roy, Rammohun 
Mitter & Ramdhone Digree to give evi¬ 
dence on behalf of Govindpersaud Roy. 


1819 

26 Janaury, 1819 . Subpoena issued to Manikram Mukerjee to 

give evidence on behalf of Rammohun Roy 

10 February, ,, . Manikram Mukerjee examined on the part of 

Rammohun Roy. 



















NIIN/Sr^ 



SELECTIONS FROM OFFICIAL LETTERS AND DOCUMENTS 



5 March, 1819 . Subpoenas issued to Ramtonoo Roy & Nfund 

Coomar Bedyalunkar to give evidence on 
behalf of Rammohun Roy. 

„ ,, ,, . Ramtonoo Roy examined on the part of 

Rammohun Roy. 

19 ,, ,, ,, Subpoena issued to Buddinauth Ghose to give 

evidence on behalf of Rammohun Roy. 

April, ,, . Buddinauth Ghose examined on the part of 

Rammohun Roy 

7 ,, a ...... Subpoena issued to Rajiblochun Roy to give 

evidence on behalf of Rammohun Roy 

14 ,, ,, Subpoena issued to Gooroodoss Mukerjee to 

give evidence ctn behalf of Rammohun Roy 

20 ,, ,, ...... Rajiblochun Roy examined on the part of 

Rammohun Roy. 

24 ,, M ....... Nund Coomar Bedyalunkar examined on the 

part of Rammohun Roy. 


30 April & I May, . Gooroodoss* Mukerjee examined on the part 

of Rammohun Roy. 

1 May, ,, . Subpoena issued to Charles Trover & Goluck- 

narain Sircar to give evidence on behalf 
of Rammohun Roy. 

II ,, ,, . Golucknarain Sircar examined on the part of 

Rammohun Roy. 

14 ,, ,, . Jussodanundun Ghose examined on the part 

of Rammohun Roy. 


27 May, „ ...... Rammohun Roy applies for publication of 

depositions taken in the cause 

11 June, ,, . Govindpersaud Roy applies that time for 

publication of the depositions taken in the 
cause be enlarged till 11 July, with Affi¬ 
davit : Prayer granted 

,, ,, % . Govindpersaud Roy files an affidavit re: 

serving of a subpoena on witness 

12 ,, ,, ...... Subpoenas issued to Nubkissore Roy, Rada- 

kistno Bonnerjee &ca. (seventeen witnesses) 


to give evidence on behalf of Govind¬ 
persaud Roy 

Examiner certifies that no Cross Interroga¬ 
tories have been filed by Govindpersaud 
Roy 


14 
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Registrar certifies that no Writ of Attachment 
has been issued against Ramtonoo Roy, 
Heerararru Ghatterjee, Tarreney Daby, 
Bippersaud Roy and Sobahchunder Roy 
for not appearing before the Examiner by 
virtue of Subpoenas issued to them 

Oboychurn Dutt, Kissenpersaud Pundit, Rada- 
kistno Bonnerjee, Ramchunder Bonner jee 
and Gjroopersaud Pundit produced and 
sworn on behalf of Govindpersaud Roy to' 
the Interrogatories-in-chief 

On the motion of Mr. Fergusson on behalf of 
Govindpersaud Roy time for publication of 
depositions enlarged till 11 September 

Govindpersaud Roy & Ramdhone Mukerjee 
file affidavits re : serving of Subpoenas on 
witnesses. 

Examiner certifies that five witnesses on be¬ 
half of Govindpersaud Roy produced in his 
office for the purpose of being examined 
on the Interrogatories-in-chief 

Rammohun Roy changes hijs Attorney from 
late Benjamin Turner to John Turner 

Registrar certifies that no Writ of Attachment 
issued against Putitpuban Ghatterjee, Ram- 
dulol Ghose, Ramtonoo Roy, Bippersaud 
Roy, Tarreney Daby, Heeraram Chatterjee 
for their non-appearance before the Ex¬ 
aminer of the Court 

Rammohun Roy files further Cross Interroga¬ 
tories 

Subpoenas issued to Juggernaut Mozumdar, 
Ramjoy Roy, Debnath Bose, Goculchund 
Ghose, Ramnarain Gho.se, Muddenmohun 
Dutt, Nubkisore Roy, Ramdulol Ghose, 
Putitpuban Chukerburty, Neemy Roy, 
Hurgovind Odecary and Rammohun Kubrez 
to give evidence on behalf of Govind¬ 
persaud Roy 
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„ T ^v^virsaud Roy petitions Court to be 
allowed the benefit of suing informa pau¬ 
peris, Wm. Smith consents to carry it: 
Prayer granted 



Radakistno Bonnerjee examined on the part 
of Govindpersaud Roy 


I September 



*t tt 



ft 9 * t » 


14 
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6 October ,, 

>t t 9 »•> » » 

5 November ,, 

10 December ,, 


. Radakistno Bonnerjee cross-examined 
. Ramchunder Bonnerjee examined on the part 
of Govindpersaud Roy 

. Ramchunder Bonnerjee cross-examined 
. Oboychurn Dutt examined on the part of 
Govindpersaud Roy 

Rammohun Roy files further Cross Interroga¬ 
tories to be administered to Tarreney Daby 
. Govindpersaud Roy petitions Court to be 
allowed to engage Charles George Strettell 
as pauper’s Attorney without paying costs 
due to Wm. Smith : Prayer granted 

Govindpersaud Roy applies for 15 days* 
further time for publication of depositions 
taken : Rule nisi granted 

. Court’s order on the above petition 
. Rammohun Roy petitions for the discharge of 
the above Rule obtained by Govindpersaud 
Roy : Prayer granted 

. Rammohun Roy applies for making the rule 
nisi obtained by him absolute 

Subpoena to hear judgment issued on the re¬ 
quest of Rammohun Roy’s Attorney 

, Instructions given to set down the cause for 
hearing 

Judgment delivered 
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2-^22^132. Bill of Complaint of Doorgah Daby. (Filed 13 April, 1821). 

IN THE SUPREME CX)URT OF JUDICATURE AT FORT 
WILLIAM IN BENGAL. 

In Equity. Doorgah Daby 

-VS- 

Ramnxohun Roy 

To the Honorable Sir Edward Hyde East 
Knight Chief Justice the Honourable Sir 
Francis Macnaghten Knight and the Honor¬ 
able Sir Anthoney Buller Knight his Com¬ 
panions Justices of the Supreme Court, 

Humbly Complaining Sheweth untqi your Lordships Your Oratrix 
Doorga Daby an Hindoo and Widow of one Juggomohun Roy deceased 
also an Hindoo* that Rammohun Roy the Defendant hereinafter named 
having contracted and agreed with certain persons for the purchase 
of certain Talooks and being unable for want of money to carry his 
contract intgi Execution applied to your Oratrix for assistance and en¬ 
tered into an engagement with your Oratrix that if your Oratrix would 
advance and lend to him, sufficient money to pay for the lands he had 
so contracted to purchase that he would immediately upon the Lands 
being conveyed to him resell them to your Oratrix in payment of the 
said debt or loan at a trifling advance and transfer them to your Oratrix’s 
name in the Books of the Collector of the district in which they are 
situated provided your Oratrix would also agree to let the said Lands 
to him to farm; on a Lease for six years at a moderate rent upon this 
promise your Oratrix acceeded to* the proposal of Defendant and ad¬ 
vanced to him, the sum of Four Thousand and five hundred Sicca 
Rupees which it was agreed—Your Oratrix was to pay to Defendant 
by way of Purchase Money for the said Land that Rammohun Roy 
Defendant having so obtained the means of carrying his agreement for 
the purchase of the said Landed Estates into Effect did purchase 
from one Ramtonoo Roy a Talook called Rammesserpore in 
the Pergunnah of Chunderconah in the District of Burdwan in the 
Province of Bengal for Sicca Rupees one thousand two* hundred and 
fifty and from one Gungadhur Ghose a certain other Talook called 
Govindpore in the Pergunnah cf Jahanabad in the District of Burdwan 
in the Province of Bengal for Sicca Rupees three thousand and one 
hundred making together the sum of Sicca Rupees four thousand three 

The records of this case are preserved in the Old Records Dept, of the Calcutta 
High Court (Original Side). 





M wsr/t,, 




SELECTIONS FROM OFFICIAL LETTERS AND DOCUMENTS 

hundred and fifty and having purchased the said Talooks Defendant on 
the fifth day of Srabun in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred 
and six answering as Complainant is informed and believes to- the nine¬ 
teenth day of July in the Christian year one thousand seven hundred 
and ninety-nine Executed and delivered to your Gratrix two written ins¬ 
truments in the Bengal Language and Character one of which was a Bill 
of Sale of the Talooks before mentioned and is when translated into 
the English Language and character in the words and figures following— 


‘Sri Raum” 
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* ‘To the Mansion of every Felicity Srimotee Doorga Dabee— 
‘The Daughter of Sri Luckhun Ghosaul and the wife of Sri Juggomohun 
‘Roy Inhabitant of Langulparah in the Pergunnah of Boyorrah apper¬ 
taining to the Zillah of Burdwan of virtuous disposition/’ 

“I Sri Rammohun Roy the descendant of Sri Ramcaunt Roy and son 
‘of the late Brijcibenod Roy Deceased Execute this Instrument of sale of 
‘zemindarry in the year 1206 Twelve hundred and six as follows—I 
‘purchased on the 30th thirtieth of Assaur of the year 1206 twelve 
‘hundred and six the Hoodah Govindpore in the Pergunnah of Jahana- 
‘bad with a Revenue in the aggregate including Thanadarry and 
‘Chackraun of 9789.5.L Nine thousand seven hundred and Eighty 
‘nine Rupees five annas and one Gondah from Sri Gungadhur Ghose 
for the value and consideration of the sum of 3100 three thousand and 
one hundred Rupees also on the 30th thirtieth of Assar of the year 
1206 Twelve hundred and vsix I purchased the Hoodah of Rammesser- 
‘pore in the Pergunnah of Chunderconah with a Revenue of 10965.1.7 
I en thousand Nine hundred and sixty five Rupees one anna seven 
Gondahs from Sri Ramtonoo Roy for the value and consideration of 
‘the sum of 1250 one thousand two hundred and fifty Rupees and 
‘having paid the full amount of the said consideration to th e said 
Ghose and the said Roy from hand toi hand 1 obtained Bills of sale in 
my own name—Now having sold unto you of my free will the whole 
"of said Hoodah Govindpore and Hoodah Rammesserpore for the 
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of 4500 Four Thpusand and Five hundred Rupees sicca of 
“Present Currency and of full weight and having received from you 
hand to hand in full satisfaction the aforesaid consideration—I execute 
and deliver unto you this Bill of sale—All the profits and Zemindarry 
“Rights in the said Hoodahs are yours—Having taken possession of the 
said Hoodahs and paying the Government Revenue you will possess 
and Enjoy them down to ycur- sons grandsons and so on—There is 
no concern or claim either from me or my heirs if any is made by any 
person or should 1 make any all such are void and inadmissible—On 
these conditions 1 Execute and deliver this Bill of sale—year 1206 
Twelve hundred and six—Date 5 fifth Srabun.” 

“Witnesses” 

Sree Gungadhur Ghose” • “Sree Bacharam Sain** 

Inht. Kishnagore Inht. Kishnagore 

Pur. Jahanabad. Purg, Jahanabad 

“Sree Hingunusho 
Inht. Calcutta’* 

“A True Translation of the annexed Paper A No. 1 

“W. D. Smith 
“18th December 1820.’* 

but Defendant taking .advantage of your Oratrix who being a Hindoo 
Woman is not acquainted with matters of business did not at the time 
of delivering the! said bill of sale deliver nor yet hath delivered to your 
Oratrix the title deeds or Pottahs of the said Talooks the other Written 
instrument before mentioned is an engagement by the Defendant to 
take the said Talooks to farm upon Lease for six years as before men¬ 
tioned to have been agreed upon between your Oratrix and Defendant 
which last mentioned written instrument when translated into the 
English Language and Character is in the words and Figures following— 
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“To the Worthy of Respect Srimatee Doorgah Dabee 1 Sree Ram- 
‘mohun Roy Execute this Cubboliut as follows—Lot Govindpoire in the 



Pergunnah of Jahanabad and Lot Rammesserpore in the Pergunnah 
of Chunderconah are your Talooks by Purchase the said Lots I do 
“hereby take to farm, from you for the term of six years from the 
year 1206 Twelve hundred and six to the year 1211 Twelve hundred 
and Eleven at the annual Fixed Revenue of sicca 21155.6.8 Twenty 
one thousand one hundred and fifty five Rupees six annas and Eight 
“Gundahs I will pay unto you the amount of the said Revenue in ap¬ 
proved sicca Rupees agreeably to the kistbundee kist after kist and 
month by month the amount of the money for one month I will pay 
in. by the 10th, 20th or 30th with the kist in. failure of such payment I 
“will pay Interest from the day first of the month following 1 have 
signed this agreement for the farm after having well understood the 
Revenue thereof therefore touching this Revenue I will start no objec¬ 
tion on the score of Inundation or Dearth nor will I petition for any 
abatement therefrom on any account If I make any petition the same 
shall be inadmissible—The sudder and Moffusui Establishment and all 
Expences are at my charge you have no concern with the same If any 
of the Riotts of the said* Talooks make any Complaint against me or 
^ if 1 shall make any complaint against any person the liability and Ex¬ 
pences thereof shall rest upon me the sircar has no concern therewith 
l! you shall out of the said Talooks grant any of the Mouzas to any 
person (at the fixed Revenue it bears) as a Durputtunee Talook having 
thereupon given tq< such person the actual possession thereof 1 shall 
receive from him the amount of the Revenue for the same If you shall 
grant a 1 alook at a higher rate or Revenue than the fixed rent then I 
shall pay m separately unto you the amount of such excess of" Revenue. 
But if you shall Grant a Talook at a less revenue than what is fixed 
and established then I shall be allowed a deduction from the Revenue 
to which I have set my signature—I shall take possession agreeably 
tq< the metes bounds rights and limits of your Zemindarry—on these 
conditions I Execute and deliver this Cubboliut—year 1206 Date 
‘5th Srabun.” 

“Witnesses” 

‘Sree Gungadhur Ghose” “Sree Bacharam Sain” 

Inht, Kishnagore Inht. Kishnagore 

Pur. Jahanabad Pur. Jahanabad 

‘Sree Hingunusho 
Inht. Calcutta.” 

A true Translation of the annexed Paper B No. 1” 

“W. D, Smith” 
“December 1820” 
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And Your Oratrix further sheweth that during the term of the 
Lease that is to say for six years from the date thereof the Defendant did 
farm the Talooks and regularly paid the Government and other rent 
according to the specifications in the agreement to farm mentioned and 
that at the conclusion of these six years Defendant being then absent 
from Calcutta residing in the districts of Jessore and Baugulpore Com¬ 
plainant had no opportunity of applying to him, to relinquish the 
possession of the said Talooks in consequence of which Defendant con¬ 
tinued to occupy and farm the Talooks till his return to Calcutta in the 
Bengal year one thousand two- hundred and fifteen when your Oratrix 
applied to ! Defendant to give to her the possession of the said I alooks 
together with the title Deeds and Pottahs relating to them 
that Defendant evaded to do so and represented to your Oratrix that as 
the Talooks were then much out of condition and in a very disorderly 
state your Oratrix would not be able to manage them but that if your 
Oratrix would grant tqi him a further Lease in the said T alooks for the 
further term, of seven years that he would then give your Oratrix posses¬ 
sion of the Talooks together with the title Deeds pottahs and all other 
Deeds and papers relating to them to which your Oratrix agreeing De¬ 
fendant Executed to your Oratrix a Cabuliat oar agreement of Lease in 
the Bengal Language and character which being translated into English 
is in the words and figures following— 
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“To the Worthy of Respect Srimatee Doorgah Dabee I Sree 
''Rammohun, Roy Execute 'this Cubbciliut as follows—Lot Govindpore 
“in the Pergunnah of Jahanabad and lot Rammesserpore in the Per- 
* gunnah of Ch under con ah are your 1 alooks by purchase the said 
“Lots, 1 do hereby take to farm from you for the term of seven years 
“from the year 1215 Twelve hundred and fifteen to the year 1221 
“Twelve hundred and twenty one at the annual fixed Revenue of Sicca 
“Rupees 21205-6-8 Twenty one thousand two hundred and five Rupees 
“six annas and Eight gundahs 1 will pay unto you The amount of the 
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“said Revenue in approved sicca Rupees agreeably to the Kistbundee 
“kist after last and month by month The amount of the money for one 
'month I will pay in by the 10th, 20th, 30th with this kist in failure of 
'such payment I will pay Interest from the first Day of the month 
following—1 have signed this agreement for the farm after having well 
'understood the revenue thereof therefore touching this revenue I will 
'start no objection on the score of Inundation Dearth and so forth nor 
‘will I petition for any abatements therefrom on any account if I make 
‘any petition the same shall be inadmissible the sudder and mofussil 
‘Establishment and all expences are at my charge you have no concern 
‘with the same If any of the Riotts of the said Talooks make any com¬ 
plaint against me or if I shall make any complaint against any person 
'the liability and Expences thereof shall rest upon me the sircar has no 
‘concern therewith—If you shall out of the said Talooks grant any of 
‘the Mouzas to any person (at the fixed revenue it bears) as a Durput- 
‘tunee Talooks having thereupon given tq: such person the actual 
‘possession thereof I shall receive from him the amount of the Revenue 
'for the same—If you shall grant a Talook at a higher revenue than 
‘the fixed rent then I shall pay in separately unto you the amount of 
‘such excess of revenue but if you shall grant a Talook at a less revenue 
'than what is fixed and Established then I shall be allowed a deduction 
'from the revenue to which I had set my signature I shall take possession 
‘agreeably to the) metes bounds rights and limits of your Zemindary on 
these conditions I Execute and deliver this Cubboliut year 1215 Dated 
“27th Joistee at Calcutta." 

“Witnesses" 

“Sree Bacharam Sein 
Inht. Kishnagore 
Pur. Jahanabad. 

“Sree Gopeymohun Chuttopadah” 

Inht. Kantolparrah. 

"A true Translation of the annexed Paper D No. I. 

“W. D. Smith. 
22d. December 1820. 

that during the last mentioned period of seven years for which Defendant 
had so- agreed to farm the Talooks in question he the Defendant did not 
pay to your Oratrix the regular rent as agreed upon but occasionally and 
at several timesi paid by way of and towards the rent of those 1 alooks 
certain sums as hereinafter set forth and mentioned that when the time 
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stated m the last mentioned agreement to farm had expired your Oratrix 
applied again to Defendant to deliver to her the possession of the 
Falooks together with the Title Deeds pottahs and papers belonging to 
them and to transfer the Talooks to her Name in the Books of the 


Collector of the district in which they are situated according to his pro¬ 
mises but he evaded and has ever since constantly evaded your Oratrix's 
requests in that behalf and still continues to hold possess and manage 
the said Talooks that since the date of the last agreement to lease here¬ 
inbefore stated Defendant has at different times paid to your Oratrix 
small sums of money amounting in the whole to about the sum of 1800 
sicca Rupees And your Oratrix further sheweth that there is a large 
sum of money now due and owing to your Oratrix from the Defendant 
for Tent together with interest according to the terms of the last mentioned 
agreement to farm the said Talooks amounting in the whole to the sum 
of eight or nine thousand Rupees And your Oratrix well hoped that 
Defendant would have accounted with and paid to your Oratrix the 
money due from him to your Oratrix as aforesaid and would have peace¬ 
ably and quietly delivered up tc< your Oratrix the said Talooks title Deeds 
Pottahs and other Deeds and Documents belonging tQ' the said Talooks 
and that he would have transferred the said Talojoks to your Qratrix’s 
name in the books ^of the Collector of the district according to the 
several instruments hereinbefore mentioned and undertakings of the 
said Defendant hereinbefore stated and mentioned and your Oratrix 
has repeatedly applied to the said Rammohun Roy whoi is an Inhabi¬ 
tant of Calcutta and therefore subject to the Jurisdiction of this Hono¬ 
rable Court and requested him quietly tot deliver up possession to your 
Oratrix of the said premises and to account for the rents and profits 
thereof according to the several instruments hereinbefore set forth and 
tci deliver up to your Oratrix all the Pottahs title. Deeds documents and 
papers relating to the said premises and your Oratrix well hoped that 
the said Rammohun Roy would have complied with such her reason¬ 
able requests as in Justice and Equity he ought to have done and ought 
now to do But now so it is may it please your Lordships that the said 
Rammohun Roy combining and confederating with diver s other persons 
at present unknown tqt your Oratrix whose names when discovered she 
prays may be herein inserted with apt and proper matter and words to 
charge them as parties hereto and continuing to injure and oppress your 
Oratrix in the premises absolutely refuses to comply with your Qratrix’s 
said requests sometimes pretending that he never borrowed owed or 
was indebted in any such sum cf money to your Oratrix as aforesaid 
and that he never Executed any such instrument of sale of the said 
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Talooks as aforesaid yet at other times he will admit that he was and 
is indebted in the sum of Four thousand and five hundred Rupees to 
your Oratrix but then he pretends that he did not intend to sell to your 
Oratrix the said Talooks but that he only intended to mortgage them 
for the amount of that sum but sometimes he will admit that he did sell 
the Talooks to your Oratrix as aforesaid but denies that he ever had or 
has ever refused to deliver the said Talooks to your Oratrix the contrary 
of which your Oratrix charges to be the truth all which actings doings 
and pretences of the said confederates are contrary to> Equity and good 
Conscience and tend to the manifest wrong and injury of your Oratrix 
in the premises In consideration whereof and for as much as your 
Oratrix is remediless in the matters aforesaid and cannot obtain 
possession of the said premises but in a Court of Equity 
where matters of thi,s kind and Nature are properly cognizable 
and relie vable—To the End therefore] that the said Rammohun 
Roy and confederates when discovered may upon their several and 
respective oaths according to the best and utmost of their several and 
respective knowledge remembrance information and belief a full true 
direct and perfect answer make to all and singular the matters aforesaid 
as fully as if the same were here repeated and they particularly interro¬ 
gated thereto and particularly whether all and singular the matters and 
things hereinbefore stated and charged are not true and if not in what 
respect or particular the same or any or either and which of them 
vary cir differ from the truth and more especially that the said Ram¬ 
mohun Roy may answer and set forth whether your Oratrix at the time 
hereinbefore mentioned or at some other and what time did not lend 
and advance to the said Rammohun Roy or to some one and to whom 
on his account the sum, of money hereinbefore mentioned or some 
other and what sum of money and whether he the said Rammohun 
Roy did not at the respective times hereinbefore mentioned or at some 
other and wh'at time or times Execute the several instruments herein¬ 
before set forth in manner and form hereinbefore stated or some other 
and what Instruments to the like purport and effect and that the said 
Rammohun Roy may set forth and discover how much is now due and 
owing unto your Oratrix for principal and interest according to the said 
written Instruments or otherwise and how otherwise and that it may be 
referred to the Master of this Honorable Court to take an account of 
what is due and owing to your Oratrix for principal and interest and 
the said Instruments and Otherwise from the said Rammohun Roy and 
that the said Rammohun Roy be decreed to pay to your Oratrix what 
shall be found due on such account by a short day to be appointed by 
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that behalf together with your Qratrixes 
that Defendant may be decreed to make over and deliver up tqi your 
Qratrix the said Talooks together with all title deeds Pottahs and other 
Deeds and Instruments relating thereto and that the Defendant may 
also be decreed to transfer the said Talooks and premises to the Name 
of your Qratrix in the Books of the Collector cf the Districts in which 
they are situated and your Qratrix may have such further and other 
relief as the nature of her case may require and tQ 1 your Lordships shall 
seem meet May it please your Lordships to grant unto your Qratrix his 
Majestys most gracious writ of Subpoena tc be directed to the said 
Rammohun Roy commanding him at a certain day and under a certain 
pain therein to be inserted personally to be and appear before your 
Lordships in this Honorable Court then and there to answer the pre¬ 
mises and to stand to and abide such order and decree therein as to* your 
Lordships shall seem agreeable to Equity and good Conscience. 
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And your Qratrix shall ever pray &ca. 


R. Howard 
Complts. A tty. 


} 


(Sd.) G. Money 


133. Order of th* Court on the Petition of Deorgah Daby for the issue 
of a Writ of Attachment against Rammohun Roy. (21 May, 1821). 

George the Fourth by the Grace of 
God of United Kingdom, of Great 
Britain and Ireland King Defend¬ 
er of the Faith and so forth. 

Vacation after second Term 1821. 

Upon reading a Petition of the Complainant in 
this Cause a certificate of the sworn Clerk and 
two several Certificates of the Registrar all filed 
this day. It is Ordered that a Writ of attachment do issue out of and 
under the seal of this Court against the said Defendant Rammohun Roy 
for want of an Answer to the Bill of Complaint of the Complainant in 
this cause Upon the motion of Mr. Money advocate for the said 
Complainant. 

WITNESS Sir Edward Hyde East Knight Chief Justice at Fort 
William aforesaid the twenty first day of May in the year of our Lord 
one thousand eight hundred and twenty one. 


Doorga Daby 
Against 

Rammohun Roy 


Howard 

Atty. 


(Sd) D. Heming 
Regr. 


UWIST/ty 
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134. Petition of Rammohun Roy for the discharge of the Writ of Contempt. 
<7 June, 1821.) 

To the Honorable Sir Edward Hyde East Knight Chief Justice and 
his Companions Justices of the same Court., 

The humble Petition of the Defen¬ 
dant abovenamed. 

Sheweth 

That the Complainant abovenamed having filed her Bill of Com¬ 
plaint in this Cause against your Petitioner—That your Petitioner ap¬ 
peared thereto and hath taken an office copy of the said Bill of Com¬ 
plaint—That your Petitioner hath one Order for one weeks further time 
on suggestion] to answer to the said Bill in this cause, That your Peti¬ 
tioner is now under Contempt for want of Answer. 

Your Petitioner therefore most 
humbly prays your Lordships will be 
pleased to order that the Writ or 
Writs of Contempt issued in the 
cause against him be discharged 
upon payment of costs by him, to 
Be it sol the said Complainant. 

(Sd.,) F Macnaghten And your Petitioner shall ever pray &c. 

7th June 1821. 


John Turner 
Petitioners Atty. 


(Sd.) H, Compton 


135. Answer of Rammohun Roy. (Filed 5 September, 1821). 

The Answer of Rammohun Roy 
Defendant to the Bill of Complaint 
of Doorgah Daby Complainant 

This Defendant now and at all tunes hereafter saving and reserving 
to himself all advantage that may be had or taken to the manifold im¬ 
perfections and insufficiencies in the Complainants Bill of Complaint 
contained for Answer thereunto or unto so much thereof as this Defen¬ 
dant is advised it is material for him to answer unto he this Defendant 
answering Saith that it is not true that this Defendant having contracted 
and agreed with certain persons for the purchase of certain Talooks and 
being unable for want of Money to carry his contract into execution 
applied to> the Complainant for assistance and entered into an engage¬ 
ment with ithe Complainant that if the Complainant would advance and 
lend to him I his Defendant sufficient money to pay for the lands he had 
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contracted to purchase that he would immediately upon the Land be¬ 
ing conveyed to him This Defendant resell them to the Complainant in 
payment of the said debt or loan at a trifling advance, and transfer them 
to the Complainants name in the Books of the Collector of the District in 
which they are situated provided the Complainant would also agree to 
let the said Lands to him this Defendant to> farm, on a lease for six years 
at a moderate rent and this Defendant further answering denies that 
upon the promise mentioned in the Complainants Bill, or for any other 
consideration the Complainant acceeded to the proposal in the Bill un¬ 
truly mentioned or to any other proposal for the loan or advance of 
money to This Defendant And this Defendant further answering denies 
that the said Complainant advanced to this Defendant the sum of 
Sicca Rupees Four Thousand and five hundred which it was agreed the 
Complainant was to pay to this Defendant by way of Purchase money 
for the said Lands in the Bill mentioned or any other sum of money 
whatsoever for or on account of the purchase money of any Lands And 
this Defendant further answering denies that with any monies obtained 
from the said Complainant or from any person or persons on her be¬ 
half This Defendant purchased the landed estates in the Bill mentioned 
or either of them or any par/t thereof And this Defendant further answer¬ 
ing saith that although he this defendant on or about the thirtieth day of 
the month of Assur in he Bengal year one (thousand two hundred and 
twenty six did in fact purchase a certain Talook called Govindpore from 
one Gungadhur Ghose for the price or sum of Sicca Rupees three 
thousand and one hundred and on or about the same day and year last 
mentioned did also purchase from, one Ramtonoo Roy a certain other 
Talook called Rammesserpoore for the price or sum of Sicca Rupees one 
thousand two hundred and fifty Yet this Defendant further answering 
saith that he purchased the said several Talooks herein last mentioned 
with his own proper monies and not with any sum of money borrowed 
from or advanced by the said Complainant or by any person or persons 
on her behalf to or for the use of this defendant and this Defendant 
further answering saith that either on the 5th day of Srabun 
in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and six or at any 
other time this Defendant did not execute or deliver to the said Com¬ 
plainant an instiument in the Bengal Language or character purporting 
to be a Bill cf Sale of the Talooks in the Complainants Bill mentioned 
and a translation whereof is in the said Bill in that behalf set forth or 
any other written instruments to that or to the like effect or purporting 
to be a Bill of sale or Conveyance of (the Talooks in the Bill mentioned 
or of either of them and this Defendant further answering denies that 
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any time or in any manner took advantage of the said Complainant 
being a Hindoo woman and unacquainted with Matters of business as 
untruly alleged in, the Bill, But this Defendant saith as he hath already 
said that he never executed or delivered to the said Complainant the 
said pretended Instrument or Bill of Sale in the Bill mentioned and that 
therefore no Pottahs or Title Deeds of the said Talooks could have been 
delivered to the said Complainant at the time of the pretended execution 
of such supposed Instrument or Bill of Sale and this Defendant further 
answering saith that either at the time in that behalf in the Bill mentioned, 
or at any other time This Defendant did not execute or deliver to the 
said Complainant an Instrument in writing in the Bengal language and 
character purporting to be an engagement by this Defendant to ‘take 
the 7 alooks in the Bill mentioned to farm upon lease for six years and 
a translation whereof is in the said Bill of Complaint in that behalf set 
fouth or any other Instrument to that or to the like effect or whereby 
This Defendant engaged or agreed to take the said Talooks to farm, 
upon lease from the said Complainant for any period of time whatsoever 
and this Defendanrt further answering denies that for six years from the 
date of the said pretended Instruments in the said Bill of Complaint 
secondly set forth or for any either period of time This Defendant did 
farm the said i alooks in the said Bill mentioned or either of them from 
the said Complainant or that ithis Defendant either regularly oar other¬ 
wise paid the Government and other rent according to the speci¬ 
fications in such pretended agreement mentioned although this Defen¬ 
dant admits that he regularly paid or caused to be paid the 
Revenue due to the said Government for the said Talooks and 
which this Defendant purchased and held in his own right and 
as his own property and this Defendant further answering saith 
that as this Defendant never sold or agreed to sell the Talooks 
in the Bill mentioned to the said Complainant and never rented 
or agreed to rent the same from the said Complainant as untruly alleged 
in the said Bill the said Complainant was not entitled to apply and did 
not in fact apply to this Defendant to relinquish the possession of the 
I alooks in the Bill mentioned or either of them or any parts thereof 
as in ( the Bill is untruly stated and that this Defendant held and enjoyed 
the said I alooks during the period in the Complainants Bill mentioned 
and after the expiration of the period mentioned in the said pretended 
agreement or lease in the same manner as he had theretofore held and 
possessed the same and not otherwise and this Defendant further answer¬ 
ing denies that before or after this Defendants return to Calcutta either 
in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and fifteen or at any 
37 
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other time the said Complainant applied to this Defendant to give to 
her the said Complainant the possession of the Talooks in the Bill 
mentioned together with the title deeds and Pottahs relating <to the 
same or (that the said Complainant made any other application to that 


or to the like effect or that this Defendant in any manner evaded such 
pretended application or that this Defendant represented to the said 
Complainant that as the Talooks were then much out of condition and 
in a very disorderly state ithe Complainant would not be able to manage 
them—cir that if the Complainant would grant to him, this Defendant a 
fuather lease in the said Talooks for the further time of sev.en years that 
he this Defendant Would then give the Complainant possession of the 
1 alooks together with the Title deeds Pqttahs and all other 
Deeds and Tapers relating to the same or that this Defendant 
at any time or in any manner made any other representation 
or proposal -to the said Complainant to that or to the like 
effect. And this Defendant further answering saith that no such repre¬ 
sentation or proposal as in the Bill of Complaint in that behalf is men¬ 
tioned having been made to the said Complainant she did not agree to 
the same and that this Defendant either on the 27th day of Joistee in 
the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and fifteen or at any other 
time did not execute or deliver to the said Complainant a Cabooliot or 
agreement or instrument in writing in the Bengalee Language or charac¬ 
ter a translation whereof is in the Complainants Bill of Complaint in 
that behalf set forth or any other Cabooliut or instrument in writing to 
that or to the like purport or effect or whereby this Defendant agreed 
to take from this and Complainant the Talooks or Lands in the Bill 
mentioned or any Talooks or Lands whatsoever for any period of time. 
And this Defendant further answering saith that during the period of 
seven years in the last mentioned pretended Instrument specified this 
Defendant did not pay to the said Complainant any sum of money what¬ 
soever on account of the rent of the Talooks in the Bill mentioned or 
any part thereof as untruly stated in the Complainants Bill and that 
either at the expiration of the time in the said pretended agreement 
bearing date the 27th of Joistee 1215 mentioned or at any other time 
the said Complainant did not apply toi this Defendant to deliver to her 
t hp possession of the Talooks in the Bill mentioned or of the Title deeds 
Pottahs or papers belonging to the same cr to transfer the said Talooks 
to the name of the said Complainant in the Books of the Collector of 
the distnot in which the same are situated. And this Defendant posi¬ 
tively denies that he at any time Or in any manner made any Promise 
or entered into any engagement to deliver the said Talooks or either of 
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them or any or either of the Title deeds Pottahs or papers 

relating to the same to the said Complainant as is untruly stated in 
the said Bill of Complaint and that therefore this Defendant 

never did or could have made such promise or engagement. 

But this Defendant admits that from the time that he this 

Defendant purchased the said several Talooks in the manner herein 
in that behalf mentioned until the present time he this Defendant by 
himself or his agents in that behalf hath held possession and still holds 
possession of the same and hath collected and still collects the rents 
issues and profits thereof to and for the use and benefit of him this 
Defendant and this Defendant further answering denies that he this 
Defendant is indebted toi the said Complainant in any sum of money 
whatever on account of rent or interest car otherwise in virtue of any instru¬ 
ment or agreement at a fry time executed by this Defendant to the said 
Complainant and this Defendant further answering positively denies 
that the said Complainant hath at any time save by her said Bill of 
Complaint applied to this Defendant to deliver up possession of the 
Talooks in the Bill mentioned or to account for the rents and profits 
thereof according to the several instruments in the said Bill of Com¬ 
plaint set forth or to* deliver up the Pottahs Title Deeds Documents aind 
papers relating to the said last mentioned Talooks. But this Defendant 
saith that if such application had been made this Defendant would not 
have complied therewith and this Defendant further answering saith 
thaft at the time in the Complainaful^ Bill in that behalf mentioned or 
at any other time this defendant did not borrow from the said Com¬ 
plainant the sum of sicca Rupees 4500 or any other sum of mqmey 
either for the purpose of purchasing the Talooks in the Bill mentioned 
or for any other purpose and that this Defendant either at the respective 
periods of time in the Bill of Complaint in that behalf mentioned or at 
any other period q f time did not execute to the said Complainant any 
agreement or instrument in writing of any kind or description and 
that thfe Defendant never did rent or farm or agree to rent or farm from 
the Complainant the Talooks or lands in the Bill mentioned or any 
other Talooks or Lands of any kind or description and that this 
Defendant never paid cir caused to be paid to the said Complainant 
any sum of money whatsoever on account of the rent of the 
Talooks in the Bill specified or of either of them or of any part 
thereof and that this Defendant is not now indebted to the 
Complainant in any sum of money on any account whatsoever 
to the knowledge or belief of him this Defendant and that the 
several instruments in the said Bill of Complaint pretended to have 
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executed by this Defendant, if any such exist are false and fabri¬ 
cated. And this Defendant further answering saith that one Ramcaunt 
Roy formerly a Hindoo Inhabitant of Nangoorparah in the Purganah of 
Boyrah in the district of Burdwan and Province of Bengal, but now 
deceased was in his lifetime possessed of certain property moveable and 
immoveable and ithat on or about the month of Augrun in the Bengal 
year one thousand two hundred and three the said Ramcaunt Roy by an 
Instrument in writing in the Bengal Language and character duly and 
publicly executed by ithe said Ramcaunt Roy and afterwards Registered 
by the Kazee of Kishenagore a Public officer who in that behalf was 
lawfully authorized did divide and allot certain portions of property of 
him the said Ramcaunt Roy in the said instrument particularly specified 
to and among his three sons then living namely Juggomohun Roy Rarrx- 
lochun Roy and this Defendant, he the said Ramcaunt Roy in and by 
the same instrument having reserved to himself for his own use certain 
other portions of his said property and this Defendant further saith that 


after the execution of the said last mentioned instrument and in pur¬ 
suance thereof this Defendant and the said other sons of the said 
Ramcaunt Roy respectively took possession of the shares or portions 
of property which had been so allotted to them respectively and that 
the said Ramcaunt'Roy thereafter during his lifetime continued to 
possess such portions of property as had been so reserved by him for 
his own use and benefit and this Defendant further saith that from and 
after the allotment and partition before mentioned this Defendant and 
his said brothers became separate and divided in estate and interest 


from each other and at all times afterwards during the lifetime oi the 
said Ramcaunt Roy continued to be separate and divided in interest 
and property and that this Defendant by his own separate and exclusive 
labours and exertions acquired monies by which he was enabled to 
purchase several parcels of Landed Property including the Talooks 
called Govindpore and Rammesserpore in the Complainants Bill of 
Complaint mentioned. And this Defendant further saith <that Juggon 
mohun Roy hereinbefore named was the eldest son of the said Ram¬ 
caunt Roy and that the said Juggomohun Roy having in virtue of the 
said Instrument of allotment taken possession of the share or portion 
of property which had beeci so given to him, by his said Father Ram- 
caumt Roy he continued to possess and enjoy the same and conducted 
and carried on his affairs separately and distinctly from this Defendant 
and the said Ramlochun Roy. And this Defendant further saith that 
the said Juggomohun Roy in his lifetime entered into concerns and 
speculations which proved unfortunate and became much embarrassed in 
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his circumstances and was by his misfortunes compelled to dispose of a 
considerable part of the property which he had so received from his 
father Ramcaunt Roy and was obliged by his necessities to borrow 
money from different persons and among others from this Defendant 
and this Defendant further saith that in or about the Bengal year one 
thousand two hundred and eight and for a period of two and a half 
years next following cur thereabouts the said Juggomohun Roy was im¬ 
prisoned in the Gaol of the Dewanny Adawlut at Midnapore, for a cer¬ 
tain balance or sum of money amounting as this Defendant hath been 
informed and believes to sicca Rupees 4458 or thereabouts which was 
due or claimed to be due to the Government of Fort William from the 
said Juggomohun Roy on account of certain arrears of Revenue and this 
Defendant further saith that afterwards and in the month of Falgoon 
in the Bengal year one thousand two hundred and eleven corresponding 
as this Defendant believes with the month of February in the year of 
Christ one thousand eight hundred and four the said Juggomiohuin Roy 
borrowed from this Defendant the sum of Sicca Rupees one thousand 
and executed to this Defendant an Instrument in writing in the Bengal 
Language and character for securing to this Defendant the repayment 
thereof. And this Defendant further saith, he verily believes, that at 
all times afterwards until the time of the deach of the said Juggomohun 
Roy which happened in or about the month of Choyt in the Bengal year 
one thousand two hundred and eighteen corresponding as this Defen¬ 
dant bejieves with parts of the months of March and April in the year 
of Christ one thousand eight hundred and twelve the said Juggomohun 
Roy continued to be embarrassed in his pecuniary concerns and 
this Defendant further saith that the said Complainant is the widow of the 
said Juggomohun Roy and was married to him some time in or about 
the Bengal year eleven hundred and ninety nine and that 
one Govindpersaud Roy hereinafter mentioned is a son of the said 
Juggomohun* Roy by the said Complainant and is now living and is 
the only surviving son and personal representative of the said Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy and this Defendant further saith that long before the time 
when this Defendant purchased the Talooks called Govindpore and 
Rammesserpore hereinbefore mentioned and at the time and long 
before the date of the pretended Instrument in the Complainants Bill 
first set forth the said Complainant was married to the said Juggomohun 
Roy who was then living and that as this Defendant verily believes the 
said Complainant had no property separate or distinct from the pro¬ 
perty of her said husband and this Defendant further answering saith that 
after the death of the said Juggomohun Roy and on or about the 23rd 
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day of June in the year of Christ one thousand eight hundred and 
seventeen the said Govindpersaud Roy the son of the said Complainant 
the said Juggomohun Roy exhibited and filed his Bill of Complaint in 
this Honorable Court against this Defendant and did therein and thereby 
amongst other things state that after the Execution of the instru¬ 
ment of Partition or Allotment by the said Ramcaunt Roy which is here¬ 
inbefore nientioned the said Ramcaunt Roy the said Juggomohun Roy 
and this Defendant reunited and lived together as an Hindoo family and 
became again joint and undivided in food property and in all other 
respects until the death of the said Ramcaunt Roy and that after his 
death the said Juggomohun Roy and this Defendant continued to live 
together and to form* an undivided family until the death of the said 
Juggomohun Roy and that the said Govindpersaud Roy did in his said 
Bill of Complaint further state that after the making of the said Partition 
and allotment in the said Bill and hereinbefore in that behalf respectively 
mentioned the said Ramcaunt Roy purchased with the joint monies 
and funds of himself and the said Juggomohun Roy and this Defen¬ 
dant, and for their joint benefit the Talooks called Govindpore and 
Ramnxesserpore in the Complainants Bill and hereinbefore respectively 
mentioned and that the said Ramcaunt Roy caused certain persons in 
the said Bill of Complaint of the said Govindpersaud Roy mentioned 
to execute Bills of sale thereof to this Defendant but in trust for, and 
for the benefit of himself the said Ramcaunt Roy and of the said Juggo¬ 
mohun Roy and of this Defendant jointly. And this Defendant further 
saith that the said Govindpersaud Roy did in his said Bill of Complaint 
further state that the said Talooks called Govindpore and Rammesser- 
pote continued to be the joint property of the said Ramcaunt Roy 
Juggomohun Roy and this Defendant from the time of the purchase 
thereof until the time cf the death of the said Ramcaunt Roy and that 
after the death of the said Ramcaunt Roy the said Juggomohun Roy and 
this Defendant became jointly lawfully entitled to the said Talooks. 
And that after the death of the said Juggomohun Roy he the said Govind¬ 
persaud Roy as the son and legal representative of the said Juggomohun 
Roy was lawfully entitled to a moiety of the said Talooks of Govrnd- 
pore Rammesserpore together with other property in the said Bill of 
Complaint of the said Govindpersaud Roy particularly mentioned and 
of which the said Govindpersaud Roy among other things thereby pray¬ 
ed a partition and this Defendant further saith that he believes ithe said 
Bill of Complaint must have been filed by the said Govind Roy with 
the privity and knowledge of his Mother the Complainant in this Cause 
and that although the said Complainant from the being a female might 
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not have been informed of the particular nature or objects of the suit 
so commenced by her son the said Govindpersaud Roy yet this Defen¬ 
dant believes that the Complainant must have been informed that her 
said son was endeavouring to obtain from this Defendant a moiety 
or share of all the Landed property which this Defendant then possessed 
including the said Talooks called Govindpor e and Rammesserpore and 
which the Complainant by her Bill untruly allege were sold to her by 
this Defendant in the year of Christ 1799. And this Defendant further 
answering saith he verily believes that at the time when the said Bill 
of Complaint of the said Govindpersaud Roy was filed against this 
Defendant as aforesaid the said Govindpersaud Roy had never heard 
from his mother the said Complainant that the pretended instruments 
m the Bill of Complaint set forth or any or either of them had at any 
time been executed by this Defendant tot the said Complainant and this 
Defendant further saith that he duly appeared to the said Bill of Com¬ 
plaint of the said Govindpersaud Roy and Filed his answer to the same 
and did therein among other things state as the fact was and is that 
the said Juggomohun Roy and this Defendant had never been joined 
or reunited their interests after the Partition or allotment that had been 
made by their said father Ramcaunt Roy and that the said Talooks 
called Govindpore and Rammesserpore had been respectively purchased 
by this Defendant with his own proper and separately acquired monies 


and that the said Ramcaunt Roy and Juggomohun Roy or either of 
them had not been at any time or in any manner interested in the said 
Talooks or either of them and this Defendant further answering saith 
that such proceedings were afterwards had in the said Suit, that the 
same being at issue witnesses were examined on the part and behalf 
of the said Govindpersaud Roy as well as of this Defendant and that 
publication having passed the said cause was set down to be heard 
before this: Honorable Court but that the said Govindpersaud Roy not 
having appeared at the hearing of the said Cause the said Bill of Com¬ 
plaint of the said Govindpersaud Roy was dismissed with costs as by the 
proceedings in the said last mentioned suit now remaining as of record 
in this Honorable Court will more fully appear. And this Defendant 
further saith he verily believes that the said Complainant hath commenc¬ 
ed the present Suit with the privity and knowledge of her son the said 
Govindpersaud Roy and that the said Govindpersaud Roy having failed 
to establish the unjust claim which he preferred against this Defendant 
in the said other suit to recover the said Talooks hath instigated and per¬ 
suaded the said Complainant prefer her Bill of Complaint against this 
Defendant upon the fabricated instruments therein set forth and this 
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Defendant verily believes that the information supplied by the answer 
of this Defendant to 1 the Bill of the said Govindpersaud Roy respecting 
the purchase of the said Talooks hath enabled the fabricators of the 
said instruments to prepare the same. And this Defendant lastly sub¬ 
mits to this Honorable Court as he is advised that were if the said 
Instruments in the said Bill of Complaint of the said Complainant respec¬ 
tively set forth had been executed by this Defendant but which this 
Defendant positively denies the remedy of the said Complainant ought 
to have been sought on the Plea Side of this Honorable Court in as 
much as the said Complainant hath, not by her said Bill shown any suffi¬ 
cient matter of Equity to entitle her to the relief sought and prayed by 
the said Bill of Complaint, And this Defendant denies all and all 
manner of combination and confederacy wherewith he stands charged 
in and by the said Bill of Complaint without that, that there is any 
other matter or thing materia] or necessary for this Defendant to make 
answer unto and not herein and hereby well and sfficiently answered 
unto confessed or avoided traversed or denied is true all which matters 
and things this Defendant is ready to aver and prove as this Honorable 
Court shall direct and award and humbly prays to be hence dismissed 
with his reasonable Costs and Charges in, this behalf most wrongfully 
sustained. 

¥ . (Sd) H, Compton 

John Turner (Sd) Rammohun Roy 

Defdts. ScJr, 

This Answer was taken and the abovenamed Defendant Ram¬ 
mohun Roy was duly sworn to the truth thereof according to his faith 
this 3rd day of September 182L 

Before me 

(Sd) %rrw ’H* »PW I (Sd.) E. C. Macnaghten 

I (Sd.) V. A. Chater 

Wit. toi the Oath 

The Defendant in addition to the ordinary mode of swearing for a 
Person of his Cast and condition held in his Hands at the time the 
Vedant. 

(Sd) E. C. M. 

136, Replication of Ooorgah Daby. (Filed 27 September, 1821) 

The Replication of Doorga Daby 
the Complainant to the Answer of 
Rammohun Roy the Defendant 
abovenamed. 

This Repliant saving and reserving to herself all and all manner 
of advantage of exception to the manifold insufficiencies of the answer 
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of the said Defendant for Replication thereunto saith that she will aver 
and prove her said Bill to be true certain and sufficient in the law to* be 
answered unto and that the said answer of the said Defendant is un¬ 
certain untrue and insufficient to be replied unto by this Repliant without 
that that any other matter or thing whatsoever in the said answer con¬ 
tained material or effectual in the law to be replied unto or herein not 
replied unto confessed or avoided traversed or denied is true all which 
matters and things this Repliant is and will be ready to aver and prove 
as this Honorable Court shall direct and humbly prays as in and by her 
said Bill she hath already prayed. 


R. Howard (Sd.) G. Money. 

Complts. Atty. 


137. Rejoinder of Rammohun Roy. (Filed 19 October, 1821) 

The Rejoinder of the Defendant 
Rammohun Roy to the Replication 
of Dqorga Daby the Complainant. 

The said Defendant now and at all times hereafter saving and 
reserving tq himself all and all manner of benefit and advantage of 
Exception to the uncertainty and insufficiency of the said Replication 
says that this Defendants said Answer is certain true and sufficient in 
the law to be replied unto and he also says as in and by his said Answer 
he has already said and doth and will aver and maintain all and every 
thing and things therein to be true and certain in such manner and form 
as they and every of them are therein alledged and Expressed. 

John Turner (Sd.) H. Compton. 

Defdts, Atty. 


138. Court’s order for the dismissal of the Bill of complaint for want of 
prosecution. (2 November, 1821) 

George the Fourth by the Grace 
of God of United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Ireland King 
Defender of the F aith and so 
forth. 

Fourth Term 1821. 

Doorga Daby \ Upon reading two several Certificates of the Sworn 
Against > Clerk a Certificate of the Registrar and a Certificate 
Rammohun Roy) of the Examiner of this Court all filed this day It 
is Ordered that the Bill of Complaint of the Complainant in thi* cause 
38 



be dismissed wih costs for want of Prosecution unless tbe said Com¬ 
plainant upon Notice of this Order to be given to his Attorney shall on 
Thursday next the eighth day of November instant shew cause to the 
contrary Upon the Motion of Mr. Compton advocate of the said 
Defendant. 

WITNESS Sir Edward Hyde East Knight Chief Justice at Fort 
William aforesaid the second day of November in the year of our Lord 
one thousand eight hundred and twenty one. 

(Sd) D. Heming 

Turner Atty. Regr. 


Examiner’s Certificate: 


Doorga Daby 
-vs- 

Rammohun Roy > 


Turner 
Defdts. Atty. 


Examiner's Office 

I do hereby certify that no Interrogatories on 
behalf of the Complainant in this cause have been 
filed in my office—Given under my hand this second 
day of November one thousand eight hundred and 
twenty-one. 

(Sd) T. Lewin 
Examiner, 


139. Order of the Court discharging the order nisi obtained by Rammohun 
Roy. (8 November, 1821) 

George the Fourth by the Grace 
of God of United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Ireland King 
Defender of the Faith an<J so 
forth. 


Doorga Daby 
Against 

Rammohun Roy - 


Fourth Term 1821. 

Upon reading on the part of the Defendant in this 
cause an order of this Court made in this cause 
on the second day of November instant and an 
affidavit of Bungseedhur Doss Sworn this eighth day of November one 
thousand eight hundred and twenty one and of the due service thereof 
both filed this day and upon reading on the part of the said Complainant 
office copies of the said Order of the said second day of November 
Instant and of two several Certificates Qif the Sworn Clerk and of a 
Certificate of the Registrar and of a Certificate of the Examiner of this 
Court all filed on the said second day of November instant and upon 
hearing what was alledged by the advqicates on both sides and upon 
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‘dsfier'said Complainants hereby peremptorily undertaking to file her Interro¬ 
gatories in Chief within a fortnight from (this day It is Ordered that 
the said order obtained by the said Defendant on the second day of 
November instant be and the same is hereby discharged with costs. 
Upon the motion of Mr. Compton advocate for the said Defendant and 
of Mr. Money advocate for the said Complainant. 

WITNESS Sir Edward Hyde East Knight Chief Justice at Fort 
William aforesaid the eighth day of November in the year of our Lord 
one thousand eight hundred and twenty one. 


Turner Atty. (Sd) D. Fleming 

Howard Atty. Regr. 


Affidavit: 

Muddunmohun Doss of Mirzapore in the Town of Calcutta a writer 
in the service of Mr. John Turner Attorney for the Defendant in this 
Cause maketh oaith and saith that he this Deponent did on the hirst 
day of December instant serve Mr. Robert Howard Attorney for the 
Complainant in this Cause with the Order nisi hereunto annexed and 
marked with the Letter A by delivering to and leaving a True copy 
thereof with Shibchunder Day a writer in the service of the said Robert 
Howard at his office in Calcutta aforesaid and at ithe same time shew¬ 
ing him the said Shibchunder Day the said original Order under the 
seal of this Honorable Court. 

Muddenmohun Doss 

Sworn this 4th day 
of December, 1821. 

Before me 
(Sd.) A. Buller. 


140. Final order of the Court for dismissal of the Bill of complaint for want 
of prosecution. (30 November, 1821) 

Exhibit A referred to in the annexed Affidavit of Muddenmohun 
Doss sworn this 4th day of December 1821 before me 

(Sd.) A. B. 

George the Fourth by the grace 
of God of the United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Ireland King De¬ 
fender of the Faith and so forth. 

Sittings after 4th Term 1821. 
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Doorgah Daby 
Against 

Rammohun Roy 


Upon Reading an office copy of an order of 
this Court made in this Cause on the Eighth 
day of November instant a Certificate of the 
Examiner and two several Certificates of the Registrar of this Court all 
filed this day It is Ordered that 'the Bill of Complaint of the Complainant 
in this cause be dismissed with costs for want of prosecution unless the 
said Complainant upon notice of this Order to be given to her Attorney 
shall on Tuesday the fourth day of December next shew cause to the 
contrary Upon, /the motion of Mr. Compton advocate for the said 
Defendant. 

Witness Sir Edward Hyde East Kt, Chief Justice at Fort William 
aforesaid the 30th day of November in the year of our Lord One 
thousand eight hundred and twenty one. 


Turner 
At ty. 


(Sd.) D. Heming 
Registrar. 
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DATES 


Doorgah Daby 

—vs—. 

Rarnmohun Roy 


29 Sept., 

1820 

13 April, 

1821 

14 „ 

» » 

16 „ 


11 May 

»> 

21 „ 

>1 


7 June 

7 July 

5 September ,, 
13 n n *» 

2 November ,, 

28 „ „ 

30 ,, ,, »> 

•> i» »> »* 


Attorney Mr. Howard engaged by Doorgah 
Daby. Witness Govindpersaud Roy. 

Bill of Complaint filed. 

Attorney Mr. J. Turner engaged by Ram- 
mohun Roy. 

Rarnmohun Roy enters appearance. 

Rarnmohun Roy petitions for a week’s further 
time to file his Answer. 

. Doorgah Daby petitions Court to issue a 
Writ of Attachment against Rarnmohun 
Roy for failing to file his Answer within 
time : Prayer granted : Writ issued. 

Rarnmohun Roy petitions Court that his con¬ 
tempt (of Court) having been cleared a 
months further time be given him to file 
his Answer; With complainant’s consent. 

Rarnmohun Roy having failed again to file 
his Answer within time Writ of Attachment 
issued against him. 

Rarnmohun Roy files his Answer 

Doorgah Daby petitions for time to file 
Replication; Prayer granted. 

Court orders dismissal of Complainant’s 
Bill of Complaint for want of prosecution. 

Examiner certifies that no Interrogatories 
were filed by Doorgah Daby. 

Registrar certifies that no further time was 
obtained by Doorgah Daby since 23 
November. 

Complainant’s Bill of Complaint dismissed 
finally for want of prosecution. 
















CASES AGAINST RAMMOHUN ROY IN THE SUDDER 
DEWANNY ADAWLUT 
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ui. Proceedings of the chief Civil Court (Sadar Adalati Dewani) under the 
sitting Judge Mr. Robert Malden Ratrf, dated the 10th November 1830, corres¬ 
ponding to 26th Kartik 1237 Bengale and loth Aghan 1238 Fasli, Wednesday, 


No. 3004. 


Maharaja Tejchund. Appellant 

-vs- 


Rammohun Ray & 
Govindpersaud Roy. Respondents 


Munshi Haider All, one of the pleaders for the appellant was pre¬ 
sent. The respondents, in spite of summons and notices issued to 
them, were not present either personally or through their pleaders. 
So, in their absence, the case was taken up on the 8th of the present 
month and the scheduled papers of the Provincial Court from Nos. 1 to 
22 were read, when the day being at its close, the case was adjourned. 
To-day, again, the hearing being resumed, the remaining papers of the 
1 rovincial Court including the decision; therein and the petition embody¬ 
ing reasons and a reply to that etc., all the papers of that Court came » 
up for consideration. On perusal of all the papers and due regard 
having been paid to all the facts and circumstances of the case it ap¬ 
pears that the present suit was instituted by the appellant on the 16th 
June, 1823, corresponding to 1230 B. S., after a lapse of a period of 
twenty-four years from the date of the kistibandi executed by Ram 
Kanta Roy, the ancestor of the respondents, on which is baised the 
claim of the appellant. On this ground it is clear that the suit is time- 
barred; and on the same consideration, the claim of the appellant is by 
no means cognizable in this court. If the statement of Hari Prashad, 
witness, be accepted as true that Juggomohun Roy had agreed to be 
liable for the money mentioned in the Kistibandi up to the year 1216 
B. S. and promised the payment in his life time, yet the claim of the 
appellant is in no way tenable according to the existing law : because (a) 
from the beginning of 1216 to 1230 B. S., the dates mentioned in the 
plaint, a period of 14 years had already elapsed, and (b) the plea made 
by the appellant that Juggomohun Roy had agreed to pay the money 
on demand in his life tme, and after his death his son Govindpersaud 
Hoy, one of the respondents, agreed to do the same up to the year 
1226 B. S., when he was in service in the Collectorate of Burdwan, 
has not been substantiated from the relevant papers. The case is there¬ 
fore disbelieved. Moreover, the question of time-bar was also taken 

For the original Persian records see Appendix. These records are preserved in the 
old Records Dept, of the Calcutta High Court (Appellate Side). 
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in considering the case. Considering these circumstances, 
no sufficient reason is found to alter the dicision of the lower court. 
It is, therefore, ordered that the decision of the Provincial Court, 
Calcutta, dated the 14th July 1827, be upheld and the appeal dismissed; 
the costs of both the courts and fees of the pleaders for the appellant 
for conducting the case in this court shall be borne by the appellant. 
As no work of Munshi Muhammad Panah, deceased, pleader for the 
appellant, is observed, no fee shall be paid to his heirs. 

The text of the judgment in full is as follows :— 
lire appellant had previously filed a case in the Provincial Court, 
Calcutta, on the !6th June 1823, against Rammohun Roy and Govind- 
persaud Roy, heirs to Ram Kanta Ray, deceased, claiming a sum of 
Rs. 12,624 and cowries 2 on account of arrears of land-revenue, includ- 
ing a penal interest, in all Rs. 25,248 ganda 1 and cowries 2. The peti¬ 
tion of plaint states that 4 'Ram Kanta Roy, an inhabitant of Radhana- 
gur, Pargana Rhorsut, father and grandfather respectively of the defen¬ 
dants, had taken in farm (ijara) most of the mahals of my zemindary. 
On account of falling in arrears of land-revenue of a mahal in the 
pargana Khondghosh, one of the mahals under lease, he executed a 
Kistibandi bond for a sum of Rs. 12,624 and (2) cowries, engaging to 
pay off the amount on or before the 15th of Aswin 1207 B. S. The bond 
was countersigned by Mr. Thomas, Judge of the Burdwan District. But 
before he could pay the amount he died. Now the debt, with principal 
and interest, has amounted to Rs. 25,248 ganda 1 and cowries 2. Al¬ 
though Rammohun Roy and Govindpersaud Roy, heirs to the Roy 
deceased, are the owners and in possession of all the effects left by the 
said Roy, by right of inheritance, they have cunningly evaded the pay¬ 
ment of my legal dues; hence my prayer and craving for justice/' 

Rammohun Roy, one of the defendants, declared the claim of the 
plaintiff a piece of fraud and absolutely false, and denied to have any 
knowledge of the existence or contrary of the Kistibandi bond; so the 
question of validity or non-validity of his confession does not arise. If 
in reality, the plaintiff had any dues from his father on account of arrears 
of land-revenue, he should have demanded.it from him,who was a res¬ 
pectable and well-to-do man, and not from the defendant, who had no 
connexion with the property left by his father, since he (the defendant) 
had during the latter’s life-time separated from him and the rest of the 
family in consequence of his altered habits of life and change of opinions 
and been living independently on his own earning. Thus the claim 
of the plaintiff can never turn down on the defendant. If the version 
of the plaintiff be admitted to be true, he (the father of the defendant) 
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executing the Kistibandi bond in 1206 for the term of one year 
and two months, was alive for more than four years, during which time 
the plaintiff was silent and never made any demand. Now as this case has 
been filed after the lapse of 23 years, it is untenable according to the 
provision of sec. 4 of Reg. 3 of 1793, and is not worth hearing in any 
way. Moreover, the plaintiff has stated that on account of (a) his sense 
of civility, (b) the death of his (defendant’s) father after the lapse of 
3 or 4 years from the time when the deed of Kistibandi was executed, 
(c) the presence of his (defendant’s) brother Juggomohun Roy with the 
plaintiff as a candidate (ummedwar), and (d) his (defendant's) absence 
from this country, the filing of this case has so long been held back. 
In reply to these the defendant said : “(a) my father died 13 years ago in 
1218, (b) the candidature of my brother was no bar to the plaintiff, who 
was a wise and aged man, from urging his demand on him; (c) I did not 
live concealed in a country outside the jurisdiction of the Company 
Bahadur, that the plaintiff had no information of my whereabouts, but 
I resided at a short distance, in the districts of Ramgarhu Bhagalpur 
and Rangpur within the jurisdiction of the Company for recreation 
and recoupment of my health, and I have been residing in this town for 
the last nine years. Besides, I have a dwelling house in the district of 
Hugli and a considerable amount of my property lies within the 
collectorship of Burdwan; and putteney talooks of high jummas within 
the plaintiff s own zemindary, as well as in the town of Calcutta. 
With a knowledge of all this property the plaintiff never made a 
demand of the money mentioned in the Kistibandi bond from me. 
That the plaintiff’s intention in making such an unfounded claim is 
nothing but to harass me can be easily imagined. Moreover, the under¬ 
lying motive of the plaintiff in instituting this suit could be nothing but 
this that my nephew (sister’s son) Baboo Gooroodoss Mookerjee held 
the office of Dewan in the service of Maharajah Pratap Chund, the 
son of the plaintiff, and after the death of the maharaja acted as 
vakeel on behalf of the ranees, the wives of the maharaja, against the 
plaintiff in a case in the court. For this reason, and with a view of 
avenging his malice and animosity the plaintiff, on the belief that the 
said Mookerjee had gone over to his opponent at my instance, has 
brought in this case demanding a heavy sum of money, in order to ruin 
and bring me down on my knees, without caring for the expenses that 
will be incurred in this court, and being puffed up with pelf and 
pride.” 

The reply of the plaintiff is a confirmation of his plaint, with 
this addition, that the father of the defendant was one of the excellent 
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account in considering the case. Considering these circumstances, 
no sufficient reason is found to alter the dicision of the lower court. 
It is, therefore, ordered that the decision of the Provincial Court, 
Calcutta, dated the 14th July (827, be upheld and the appeal dismissed; 
the costs of both the courts and fees of the pleaders for the appellant 
for conducting the case in this court shall be borne by the appellant. 
As no work of Munshi Muhammad Pariah, deceased, pleader for the 
appellant, is observed, no fee shall be paid to his heirs. 

The text of the judgment in full is as follows :— 

I he appellant had previously filed a case in the Provincial Court, 
Calcutta, on the 16th June 1823, against Rammohun Roy and Govind- 
persaud Roy, heirs to Ram Kanta Ray, deceased, claiming a sum of 
Rs. 12,624 and cowries 2 on account of arrears of land-revenue, includ¬ 
ing a penal interest, in all Rs. 25,248 ganda 1 and cowries 2. The peti¬ 
tion of plaint states that "Ram Kanta Roy, an inhabitant of Radhana- 
gur, Pargana Bhorsut, father and grandfather respectively of the defen¬ 
dants, had taken in farm (ijara) most of the mahals of my zemindary. 
On account of falling in arrears of land-revenue of a mahal in the 
pargana Khondghosh, one of the mahals under lease, he executed a 
Kistibandi bond for a sum of Rs. 12,624 and (2) cowries, engaging to 
pay off the amount on or before the 15th of Aswin 12Q7 B. S. The bond 
was countersigned by Mr, Thomas, Judge of the Burdwan District. But 
before he could pay the amount he died. Now the debt, with principal 
and interest, has amounted to Rs. 25,248 ganda I and cowries 2. Al¬ 
though Rammohun Roy and Govindpersaud Roy, heirs to the Roy 
deceased, are the owners and in possession of all the effects left by the 
said Roy, by right of inheritance, they have cunningly evaded the pay¬ 
ment of my legal dues; hence my prayer and craving for justice." 

Rammohun Roy, one of the defendants, declared the claim of the 
plaintiff a piece of fraud and absolutely false, and denied to have any 
knowledge of the existence or contrary of the Kistibandi bond; so the 
question of validity or non-validity of his confession does not arise. If 
ip reality, the plaintiff had any dues from his father on account of arrears 
of land-revenue, he should have demanded .it from him,who was a res¬ 
pectable and well-to-do man, and not from the defendant, who had no 
connexion with the property left by his father, since he (the defendant) 
had during the latter’s life-time separated from him and the rest of the 
family in consequence of his altered habits of life and change of opinions 
and been living independently on his own earning. Thus the claim 
of the plaintiff can never turn down on the defendant. If the version 
of the plaintiff be admitted to be true, he (the father of the defendant) 
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after executing the Kistibandi bond in 1206 for the term of one year 
and two months, was alive for more than four years, during which time 
the plaintiff was silent and never made any demand. Now as this case has 
been filed after the lapse of 23 years, it is untenable according to the 
provision of sec. 4 of Reg. 3 of 1793, and is not worth hearing in any 
way. Moreover, the plaintiff has stated that on account of (a) his sense 
of civility, (b) the death of his (defendant’s) father after the lapse of 
3 or 4 years from the time when the deed of Kistibandi was executed, 
(c) the presence of his (defendant's) brother Juggomphun Roy with the 
plaintiff as a candidate (ummedwar), and (d) his (defendant's) absence 
from this country, the filing of this case has so long been held back. 
In reply to these, the defendant said : “(a) my father died 13 years ago in 
1218, (b) the candidature of my brother was no bar to the plaintiff, who 
was a wise and aged man, from, urging his demand on him; (c) I did not 
live concealed in a country outside the jurisdiction of the Company 
Bahadur, that the plaintiff had no information of my whereabouts, but 
I resided at a short distance, in the districts of Ramgarhu Bhagalpur 
and Rangpur within the jurisdiction of the Company for recreation 
and recoupment of my health, and I have been residing in this town for 
the last nine years. Besides, I have a dwelling house in the district of 
Hugli and a considerable amount of my property lies within the 
collectorship of Burdwan; and putteney talooks of high jummas within 
the plaintiff’s own zemindary, as well as in the town of Calcutta. 
With a knowledge of all this property the plaintiff never made a 
demand of the money mentioned in the Kistibandi bond from me. 
That the plaintiff’s intention in making such an unfounded claim is 
nothing but to harass me can be easily imagined. Moreover, the under¬ 
lying motive of the plaintiff in instituting this suit could be nothing but 
this that my nephew (sister’s son) Baboo Gooroodoss Mookerjee held 
the office of Dewan in the service of Maharajah Pratap Chuxxd, the 
son of the plaintiff, and after the death of the maharaja acted as 
vakeel on behalf of the ranees, the wives of the maharaja, against the 
plaintiff in a case in the court. For this reason, and with a view of 
avenging his malice and animosity the plaintiff, on the belief that the 
said Mookerjee had gone over to his opponent at my instance, has 
brought in this case demanding a heavy sum of money, in order to ruin 
and bring me down on my knees, without caring for the expenses that 
will be incurred in this court, and being puffed up with pelf and 
pride.” 

The reply of the plaintiff is a confirmation of his plaint, with 
this addition, that the father of the defendant was one of the excellent 
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lease-holders of his zemindary; that on account of constant associa¬ 
tion, he (the plaintiff) had a particular attachment to him in preference 
to other people; that on the amount of the kistibandi being demanded, 
he used to excuse himself from payment by pleading his want of 
means; that after his death, the money was successively demanded 
from Juggomohun Roy, his eldest son, and on the latter's death, 
from his son Govindpersaud Roy; but they both eluded payment; 
that the. defendant, an ungrateful man, has brushed away from his 
mind all the obligations and favours shown to him and determined to 
cause a loss to his (plaintiff's) legal dues. The defendant had brought 
forth Reg. 3 of 1793 for preventing his petition being heard of, while 
he has not aware that Reg. 2 of 1805, providing a period of 60 years 
for the recognition of claims, existed. 

The defendant, in his rejoinder, confirms all that he stated in his 
answer, and adds, that if a son succeeds to his father's estate, by vir¬ 
tue of such succession he makes himself responsible for all his debts; 
but in case of a son separating himself from his father during his life¬ 
time, and by his own exertion acquiring property unconnected with 
his father, and after his father’s death inheriting no portion of his 
father s property, both the shastur laws and the established usage and 
custom of the country do not hold him ameliable for his father’s 
debts. 

Govindpersaud Roy, defendant, in spite of summons being issued 
to him, did not appear either personally or through his pleader. 

At the time of hearing the case on the 14th July, 1827, Mr, 
William Braddon, the fifth Judge of the Provincial Court, after going 
through all the papers and paying due consideration to all the facts 
and circumstances came to the finding that the case of the plaintiff 
was based on three points, viz., (a) writing down a kistibandi bond 
for Rs. 12,624 and cowries 3 on the 1st of Asarh 1206 B.S. by Ram 
Kanta Roy, father of Rammohun Roy and grandfather of Govindper¬ 
saud Roy, the defendants, in favour of the plaintiff; (b) non-payment 
of the money, in spite of repeated demands, by Juggomohun Roy, one 
of the sons of Ram Kanta Roy deceased, and after his death by 
Govindpersaud Roy, the latter’s son; and (c) if it was legally binding 
on Rammohun Roy and Govindpersaud Roy, who are in possession of 
the property left by Ram Kanta Roy by right of inheritance, to pay to 
the plaintiff the amount of money mentioned in the kistibandi bond for 
which this case has been instituted. 

Rammohun Roy, the defendant, in his reply denied to have any 
knowledge of writing down of the kistibandi bond, and argued, among 
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other things, that he lived apart and separate from his father before 
the deed was executed. 

Although the plaintiff has no documentary evidence in respect of 
executing the kistibandi bond by Ram Kanta Roy, deceased, in his 
favour, yet he (plaintiff) in his reply has made no mention of ever 
making any demand for the money in the kistibandi from the Roy 
deceased, who was alive for three years after the execution of the 
bond, either during his life-time or on the expiry of the time-limit 
mentioned in the deed. Moreover, in their depositions none of the 
witnesses for the plaintiff has mentioned about the demand for the 
money in the kistibandi so long as the late Roy lived. It has come out 
from the deposition of Gorachund Mullik, witness for the plaintiff, 
that it is the standing custom in the zemindary office of the plaintiff to 
retain the deed of kistibandi executed by any one in favour of the 
plaintiff in his zemindary office even after the money had been paid. 
In lieu of that a receipt or a written release bearing the stamp of the 
plaintiff is granted to the executors of the kistibandi. In the face of 
this fact, it is doubtful if the money mentioned in the kistibandi bond 
has not been paid in the life-time of the Roy deceased to the plain¬ 
tiff. The plaintiff in his rejoinder has stated to have made repeated 
demands for the money in the kistibandi from Juggomohun Roy, and 
after his death from his son Govindpersaud Roy, who is alleged to 
have promised the payment by instalments. Hari Pershad Roy, a 
witness for the plaintiff, has deposed in support of the statement that 
the above mentioned persons promised the payment by instalments. 
Kishun Mohun Roy, witness, has expressed that Juggomohun Roy 
agreed to pay on demand the money stipulated in the kistibandi bond. 
But the depositions of all these witnesses do not appear to be reliable, 
because it is beyond imagination that any one would agree to pay the 
debt of his father or grand-father after their death, still more after the 
lapse of a long period. Nevertheless, if the fact be granted to be true, 
it is difficult to pass orders for payment of such a large amount by the 
Court on the ground of sheer verbal acquiscence. The plaintiff’s ex¬ 
cuse that Rammohun Roy, the defendant, was always on tour is un¬ 
tenable; because taking the fact to be so, the plaintiff had the option 
to bring in a suit against the heirs and owners of the property left by 
the Roy deceased. What was the reason of his remaining silent for 23 
years) The plaintiff claims for the principal sum together with its 
interest; but as no mention of interest is made in the kistibandi bond, 
and as it has not been proved either from papers or from the deposi¬ 
tion of any of the plaintiff’s witnesses that the original money in the 
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kistibandi bond has ever been demanded from Rammohun Roy, how 
can the claim of interest on it stand? If the deposition of Hari 
Pershad and KishUn Mohun, witnesses for the plaintiff, in respect of 
the demand for the money mentioned in the kistibundi in 1212 or bet¬ 
ween 1211 and 1216 B.S. from Juggomohun Roy, and the latter*® pro¬ 
mise to pay the sum, be admitted to be true, yet the claim of the 
plaintiff is not worth hearing in the Court according to the standing 
law; for, the duration of time from the beginning of 1216 to the; end 
of 1230* when the petition was first filed, had exceeded the period of 
12 years. In this circumstance the plaintiff’s petition cannot be enter¬ 
tained in the Court according to the provision of sec. 4 of Reg. 3 of 
1793. On these grounds the learned judge passed the verdict that the 
suit be dismissed and the plaintiff shall bear all the costs of the 
Court. 

The appellant being dissatisfied with the decision of the Provincial 
Court at Calcutta has filed under the same number an appeal in this 
Court. At present Munslii Hyder Ali, one of the pleaders for the 
appellant, is present; while the respondents, in spite of summons and 
notices issued to them, have not hitherto appeared either personally 
or through their pleaders. Thus, in their absence, the case was taken 
up on the 8th of the present month and the papers of the Provincial 
Court from Nos. 1 to 22 were read, when the day being at its close, 
further hearing of the case was adjourned. To-day, again, the case 
is resumed; the remaining papers of the Provincial Court, including 
the decision therein and the petition embodying reasons and reply to 
that etc., all the relevant papers of that Court, came up for considera¬ 
tion. On going through all the papers and due regard having been 
paid to all the facts and circumstances of thfc case, it appears that the 
suit was filed by the appellant on the 16th June 1823, corresponding 
to 1230 B.S.* after a lapse of a period of 24 years from, the date of the 
execution of the kistibandi bond by Ram Kanta Roy, the ancestor of the 
respondents, on which the appellant’s claim, is based. For this reason 
the institution of this suit is time-barred, and also on that ground the 
claim, of the appellant is by no means worth hearing in this CoUrt. 

Supposing the deposition of Hari Pershad, witness, to be true that 
Juggomohun Roy had agreed to be responsible for the money men¬ 
tioned in the kistibandi bond up to the year 1216 and promised the 
payment in his life-time, yet the claim of the appellant is not tenable 
in any way by virtue of the existing law; because (a) from the beginning 
of 1216 to the end of 1230 B.S., the dates mentioned in the plarnt, a 
term of 14 years had already elapsed; and (b) the excuse made by the 
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appellant that Juggomohun Roy had agreed to pay the money on 
demand in his life-time, and after his death his son Govindpersaud 
Roy, one of the respondents, did the same up to the year 1226 B.S., 
when the latter was in service in the collectorate of Burdwan, has not 
been proved from the papers filed. Under the circumstances the case 
is disbelieved. On the other hand it is a pretence to do away with 
the question of time-bar and to obtain a hearing of this case. 

Considering these facts and circumstances no sufficient reason is 
found to reverse the decision of the lower Court. It is, therefore, 
oidered that the decision of the Provincial Court, Calcutta, dated the 
Nth July 1827, be upheld and the appeal of the appellant dismissed. 

1 he costs shall be borne by the appellant, and the fees of the pleaders 
foi conducting this case be paid by him. As no work of Munshi 
Muhammad Panah, deceased, has been observed, no remuneration 
shall be given to his heirs. 


Expenditure on behalf of the appellant Rs. 1438-0-0 


Details 

1 . 

Cost of stamp for the petition of appeal on 

Rs. 25,248-0-0 (vide Act 1 of 1814) ... 

Rs. 

750-0-0 

2. 

Fees of Munshis Hasan Ali and Hyder Ali, 
pleaders, on the above sum 

Rs. 

612-8-0 

3. 

Cost of stamp on a vakalut-nama ... 

Rs. 

2-0-0 

4. 

Cost of stamp for reply ... 

Rs. 

8-0-0 

5. 

Cost for a list of documents 

Rs. 

2-0-0 

6. 

Cost for the decree to be paid by 
both the parties 

Rs. 

64-0-0 


Total . 

.. Rs. 

1438-8-0 

Paid .. 

. Rs. 

1374-8-0 

Balance .. 

. Rs. 

64-0-0 




N*B. The texts of the proceedings and judgment in the two other cases 
(Nos. 3005 3006) instituted by Maharaja Tejchund against Ramraohun 

Roy are almost identical with those of the above one, the amounts of claim 
only being different for different other talooks. In case No, 3005 the 
plaintiff’s claim was for Rs. 56,807-14-12 (for principal and interest) and 
costs Rs. 1940/-, while in case No. 3006 the claim was for Rs. 15,200 (for 
principal and interest) and costs Its. 1018/- only. 
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SELECTIONS FROM OFFICIAL LETTERS AND DOCUMENTS 

142. Letter from the Collector of Burdwan (Mr. Elliot) to the Board of 
Revenue recommending the appointment of Debnaraln Bose to the post of 
Head Sheristadar of the Burdwan Collectorshlp. (10 May, 1821) 


Sir, 

With-referen.ce to my letter dated the 19th September last communi¬ 
cating the resignation of the Head Sheristadar of this office and to the 
Boards orders in reply dated the 22nd of the same .month I beg leave to 
recommend Debnarain Bose the Naib Sheristadar to succeed to the 
vacant situation. Debnarain Bose has been 23 years in his present 
situation and has been 32 years in this office which he entered in the 


year 1796.* 


Board’s Orderi 

Ordered that the Collector of Burdwan be informed the Board autho¬ 
rize the proposed appointment. 


143. Letter from the Secretary to Government to the Judge & Magistrate 
of Burdwan asking to administer oath to Mr. Dlgby. (i February, 1822) 

To 

J. R. Hutchinson Esqre. 

Judge & Magistrate of Burdwan. 


Sir, 


1 am directed by the Governor General in Council to request that 
you will administer the Oath prescribed by Act of Parliament to Mr. 
John Digby, who has this day been appointed Collector of Burdwan.f 

144. Mr. Digby’s letter to the Board Intimating of his having nominated 
Shibnarain Roy to the post of Treasurer of the Burdwan Collectorshlp. 
(3 September, 1822 ) 

Sir, 

With reference to the Orders of the Board of Revenue contained 
in your letter under date the 5th July last I beg leave to report for the 
information of the Board that i have dismissed the former Treasurer 
Davypersaud Sircar in conformity to the orders above alluded to and 
nominated as an acting successor Sibnarain Roy a man of very respect¬ 
able character and family modest and gentlemanly in hi 3 manners and 
appearance he offers his Father as one Security by name Rajeeblochun 
Roy an Inhabitant of Jarrah, the proprietor of Lot JJerrabarryah in Per- 
gunnah Chunderconah under the annual assessment for Sicca Rupees 


* Board of Revenue, Procgs. 15 May, 1821, No. 3. 
t Records of the Burdwan Collectorate (Jud), 1822, No. 81. 
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10, 316. 3. 16. and Lot Gopaulnagur in Pergunnah JeKanabad the Sadder 
Jumma of which Sicca Rupees 2,735. 5.9,3. these lots he has proposed 
to be kept under a deposit of a Security Bond according to the 
new form prescribed by the Board, moreover he offers another 
Security to be given if required. 

Para 2d, I have not as yet regularly examined the Security Bond 
which he offers, for I consider it my duty to make known to the Board 
the character and proposal of the new I reasurer, prior to any further 
enquiry.* 

145. Board's reply to the above letter, (20 September, 1822) 

Sir, 

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter dated the 
3d Instant and to acquaint you in reply that the qualifications of modest 
and gentlemanlike appearance and manners are not the circumstances 
which usually direct a Collector’s judgment in the choice of a person 
capable of discharging the very important and responsible duties of 
Treasurer. 

2d. It would have been therefore more satisfactory to the Board 
if you had acquainted them that you had previously ascertained his 
possession of the more essential requisites of knowledge, integrity and 
experience in business, and if you had furnished them with more specific 
information relative to the responsibility of the Securities whom he has 
tendered. 

3d. These are points on which it is indispensibly necessary that 
the Board should possess the most exact intelligence, and they accord¬ 
ingly desire that you will report the nature of the proposed Treasurers 
past employments the character which he has maintained in them, and 
also your opinion, after deligent enquiry with respect to the adequacy of 
the Securities whose names he has specified, f 

146. Mr. Qigby’s letter to the Board stating reasons for his refusing to give 
acquittance to Davypersaud Sircar, the late Treasurer of Burdwan Collectorshlp. 
(18 October, 1822) 

Sir, 

In continuation of my letter of the 8th Instant I have the honour 
to send you for the consideration of the Board a statement assigning 
reasons for refusing to give an acquittance to the late Treasurer as the 
Board required an immediate reply to their letter of the 1st Instant 1 was 

* Board of Revenue, Procgs, 20 September, 1822, No. 5. 

t Board of Revenue, Procga. 20 September, 1822, No. 6. 


MiN/sr^ 


SELECTIONS FROM OFFICIAL LETTERS AND DOCUMENTS 



unable to give full information on the subject which I hope will be 
afforded to them by the following explanation. 

2. The statement will shew that the sum total of money found in 
my Treasury on the 13th August 1822 (the day in which 1 dismissed the 
late Treasurer from his office) amounted to Rupees 2,51,409. 8. in cash 
and Bank Notes while the actual cash balance of the Treasury up to that 
day was stated to amount to Rupees 253114. 9. 8. 

3. The Khajanchee when called upon to make good the above 
mentioned deficiency of Sa. Rs. 1705. 1. 8. replied that many native 
officers attached to this establishment to whom he said he lent from his 
own cash of about Sicca Rupees 3900 in advance of their respective 
salaries and wished me to allow him credit for that sum in the public 
accounts on my examining with these individuals whom, the Khajanchee 
said he had lent many of them denied of their having received any ad¬ 
vance and some of them agreed. 

4. Being of opinion that no advance or loan of money by a 
Khajanchee without special authority could be at all justifiable 1 de¬ 
manded of him the deficiency but without effect, I shall now proceed 
for the recovery of that sum according to the instructions that the Board 
may be pleased to furnish me with. 

5. When I counted in pe r rson the money in my Treasury from the 
hands of the late Khajanchee I found there 35 counterfeit Rupees kept 
in the room and consequently questioned him respecting this irregular 
and suspicious circumstance. His reply was that the Pootdar of the 
Rajah of Burdwan had inadvertently kept them in the Treasury. 

6. In examining his accounts for the last years I found that in several 
instances he had charged Government with different sums on account 
of salaries attached to the situations under this Collectorship which were 
actually vacant during those particular periods of time of which they 
were debited 1 therefore beg to send the accompanying statement of 

the instances above alluded to for the orders of the Board. 

7. On my further examining the account of the establishment as 
also appeared me that some individual have not as yet received their 
salaries which have been charged in the Treasury accounts and that 
the sum due to them Rs. 618 had not been discharged by the late 
Treasurer. 

8. In consideration of his misfortune 1 have adopted very mild 
measures for the recovery of the above sums from the late Treasurer 
and I feel much surprised at his complaints to the Board of my treatment 
of him 1 really regret that I am compelled to bring to the notice of the 
Board his mean and malignant conduct. 
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9. Upon my being ordered by the Board to remove him. from his 
office the Khajanchee entreated that I would employ his nephew in his 
room to defend the abject of his enemy who had prosecuted him in the 
Court I expressed to him my entire aversion to practice deception upon 
the Board, and nominated Sibnarain Roy in his room, the eldest son of 
Rajiblochun Roy one of the natives of the first respectability in Burdwan 
in credit wealth and landed property whom I know personally during 
my former residence in India. 


10. Disappointed in his expectation and disposed to attribute the 
nomination of Shebnarain Roy to the interest and exertions of Rada- 
persaud Roy my Sheristadar (he being distantly connected by marriage 
to Sheebnarain Roy) the late Khajanchee engaged himself in the employ 
of the Rajah of Burdwan and having conspired with Debnauth Bose my 
head sheristadar a man of some influence a notorious writer anonymous 
letters intended to calumniate and injury Radapersad Roy on account of 
my not recommending to the Board to appoint his nephew to succeed 
him. 


11. Immediately after his dismissal of the late Treasurer the Darogah 
of stamp papers his brother in law gave information to the Magistrate of 
this district accusing Radapersad Roy of having received a bribe of Sa. 
Rs. 373 from the mofussil venders of stamps a case which is on trial 
in the Court—Bhoyrub Chund Sircar the nephew of the Khajanchee pre¬ 
ferred to the Magistrate a complaint stating that Radapersaud Roy said 
to him that he should not have an amulnamah or power of possession 
of the Khundgose chackran lands unless he would give him a bribe of 
fifty Rupees—The Board perhaps may recollect their having set aside 
the lease of the above mentioned estate and that of several others in 
your letter of the 10th Instant. 

12. Rammohun Chattoorjea a Mocktar of the Khajanchee brought 
another complaint before the Judge accusing Radapersaud Roy of 
having demanded a bribe of 25 Rupees of him. 

13. I will however furnish the Board with a detailed account and 
original papers of these suits as soon as their trial is completed, that the 
Board may be able to form an idea of the conspiracy which they have 
carrying on for some time been at the station. 

14. Some natives have offered to point out and prove the author 
of certain anonymous letters sent during several months past by natives 
from this district and from Hooghly to one of the Editors of the Calcutta 
newspapers and to some public officers of Government filled with the 
greatest and most abusive language against me and the foulest charges 
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against Radapersaud Roy. But I have deemed it expedient to treat the 
conduct such vile worthless people with contempt and disdain. 

15. Before I conclude this letter I take upon myself to assure the 
Board that the nomination of Shibnarain Roy to the situation of acting 
Khajanchee was owing to the good opinion I have entertained of his 
father and not to the influence of any native or European acquaintance.* 


147. Mr. Digby’s letter to the Board intimating of his having nominated 
Govindpersaud Roy to the post of Abkaree Teshifdar of the Burdwan 
Coileotorship. <16 November, 1822) 

Sir, 

I have the honour to enclose a copy of the resignation given in by 
Manik Chunder Chukerbutty Tusheeldar of the Abkaree Mehal and to 
solicit you to inform the Board of my having nominated to his situation 
Govindpersaud Roy who has been given to understand that if through 
his exertions the revenue of Abkaree should be considerably increased 
during the present year he shall be entitled to confirmation in his office. 
Dwarkanauth Takoor who is possessed of considerable landed property 
has offered himself as his security during the period of his officiating as 
Tuhseeldar of the Abkaree Department. 

I shall report to the Board his (Govindpersaud's) qualifications and 
every circumstance relating to the estate of his security, if his conduct 
should prove satisfactory to me.f 


148. Board’s reply to the above letter, <3 December, 1822) 

Sir, 

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter dated the 
16th Ultimo, together with its enclosure, and to acquaint you in reply 
that under the circumstances which you have stated, the Board approve 
the temporary appointment of Govindpershaud Roy to the office of 
Abkaree Tehsildar, but they remark that you were not at liberty to hold 
out to him,on the condition which you have specified, the promise of 
confirmation, because the fulfilment of it is not within your competency 
the authority of confirmation resting completely with the BoardJ 

* Records of the Burdwan Collectorate, Vol. 126, No. 43. 

t Board of Revenue, Mis. 3 December, 1822, No. 17. 

X Board of Revenue, Procgs. 3 December, 1822, No. 18. 
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Mr. Digby’s letter to the Board res the nomination of Shlbnarain 
Roy, (26 December, 1822) 


I have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 20th 
September last and am sorry to observe that my letter of the 3rd 
September last fell short of furnishing the Board with requisite 


information. 

2d. 1 intended to postpone my report of the nomination of 

Sheebnarain Roy to the situation vacated by the late Treasurer until 1 
was satisfied with his qualifications and the particulars of the Estate of 
his Security; but as the Board seemed desirous to know the result of 
their order of the 5th July last 1 hastily apprized them of the removal 
of the late Khazanchee according to their orders and of the nomination 
of Sheebnarain, stating such outward qualities as appeared to me re¬ 
commendatory of him. 

3d. I now beg leave to inform the Board after a fair trial of five 
months that Sheebnarain Roy is possessed of a correct knowledge of 
the Bengallee language and its arithmetic, as well as a tolerably good 
knowledge of Persian. He is deligent in the discharge of his duty and 
I ami well satisfied with his constant attendance and honest conduct as 
well as with the prompt performance of the duties of his office. 

4th. He is the eldest son of Rajib Lochun Roy, a native of respect¬ 
ability and considerable wealth in Burdwan who being old himself com¬ 
mitted to his son the management of his large estate in this district and 
for a period of 3 years he was the sole manager of its Sudder and Mofus- 
sil business. His father has had such confidence in his abilities and 
integrity that he has pledged to Government all his property both real 
and personal as surety for the good conduct of his son; a correct list 
of his landed property 1 have the honour to transmit, and I hope in 
consideration of these circumstances the Board will be pleased to con¬ 
firm him in his appointment. 

A recommendation of Sheebnarain Roy made out in the form, 
directed in the Circular Orders of the 28th August 1819, is herewith 
transmitted.* 


150. Board's reply to the above letter, (14 January, 1823) 

Sir, 

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter dated the 
26th Ultimo together with its several enclosures. 


* 


Board of Revenue, Procgs. 14 January, 1823, No. 4, 
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2d. It would have been more satisfactory to the Board if you had 
selected for the very arduous and important office of Treasurer in the 
district under your charge, a person who, in addition to the other qua¬ 
lities which are represented as belonging to the individual whom you 
have recommended, should possess the advantage of previous employ¬ 
ment in the public service, and combine with the titles to confidence 
which you have enumerated the mature experience which such a course 
of antecedent service would necessarily have communicated. 

3d. The age too of Sheebnarain Roy not exceeding the short 
period of 25 years, affords no presumption of his possessing that 
extensive practical knowledge and intimate acquaintance with business 
which long habits of transacting it can alone supply and which the 
duties of such an office as that of Treasurer in the district of Burdwan 
appear indispensibly to require. 

4th. Adverting besides to the considerable abuses which have re¬ 
cently been practised in the Treasury Department of other districts. 
The Board are naturally desirous of observing the utmost caution in 
confirming the future selection of officers destined to controul the ad¬ 
ministration of duties by which the pecuniary interests of Government 
are liable to be so much affected. 

5th. The considerations above stated induce the Board to question 
the propriety of the choice which you have made in recommending 
so young and apparently unexperienced a person as Sheebnarain Roy 
for the performance of duties of such magnitude and they are accord¬ 
ingly of opinion that you should endeavour to select for the vacant 
office a person less liable to this objection, and therefore better quali¬ 
fied to undertake, and satisfactorily to fulfil, the. trust which it 
involves.* 


151. Mr. Digby’s letter to the Board re: the petition of one Shunnuok 
Loi! Tewary. with Board’s order. <7 June, 1823) 

Sir, 

On receipt of the Boards letter of the 3rd Instant on the subject 
of a petition presented by a person named Shunnuck loll l ewary I 
thought proper immediately to examine in person the whole of the 
Treasure under my immediate charge and therefore proceeded to the 
Treasury room and required from the seahnowees and the Treasurer 
a memorandum of the actual cash balance in the Treasury yesterday 
the 6th Instant. 


Board of Revenue, Procgs. 14 January, !823, No. 5, 
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1 he Account required by me was delivered by the Treasurer and 
the Seahnowees with their attestation. 

Account. 


Cash 

... 68809. 

7. 

10. 


Bank Notes 

... 84210. 




Short Weight 

Rupees 24 valued 

22. 

3. 

10. 


Copper coins 

Cowries 

... 2935. 

3. 

2. 

155976. 11. 

Deficiency due from the late Treasurer 


• • • 

411. 2. 


3. 2. 


Total 


156387. 13. 3. 2. 


having compared the memorandum with the daily cash book in my 
office and having counted and examined this cash in person, 1 lose no 
time in transmitting to you a copy of my account together with a persian 
proceeding held by me on this subject with the several accompanying 
documents for the inspection of the Board.* 

P. S. A full and satisfactory answer to every charge stated in 
the Petition shall be shortly transmitted. 


Board’s Order: 

Ordered that the Collector of Burdwan be informed that the Board 
trust he adverts to the tenor of the order passed on the Petition of 
Shannuck Loll. 


152. Mr. Digby's further letter to the Board re: the petition of Shunnuck 
Loll Tewary. (13 June, 1823) 

Sir, 

In continuation of my letter of the 7th Instant, I have the honor 
to inform you for the information of the Board, that on the day subse¬ 
quent to that on which I counted all the cash in the Treasury, 1 Gom- 
menced counting all the stamp papers; in which business I was 
occupied for many hours during these successive days, and found their 
amount and value, as stated in the accompanying list, which also cor¬ 
responds with the stamp account brought up to the 9th Instant. 

I shall most particularly enquire into the truth, or falsehood, alledg- 
ed in the Durkhast of Sunnuck Loll Tewary, and will, without loss of 
time, inform the Board of the result.f 

1 . S. Copy of a persian proceeding held by me on this subject 
is herewith transmitted. 

* Board of Revenue, Procgs. 20 June, 1823, No. 4. 

t Board of Revenue, Procgs. 4 July, 1823, No. 11. 




connected with this Collector- 
ship I consult Radhapreshad Roy 
and other Omlah while he 
neglected. 
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163. Mr. DIgby’s letter to the Board re: the pitition presented to the 
Board by Debnarain Bose. With enclosures. (13 June, 1823). 

Sir, 

1 have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 
2d Ultimo accompanied by a copy of a Durkhast presented to the 
Board by Devanarayun Bose the head Serishtadar of my office. 

In conformity with the orders of the Board 1 herewith send as per 
accompanying list, all the papers connected with the complaint brought 
against Devanarayun Bose by Rammohun Majoomdar for the perusal 
and consideration of the Board. 

Ihe following is an explanation of the circumstances on which 
Devanarayun has founded the charges contained in the above Durkhast. 

I In the first place he asserts I. The reason of my total 
that in the transaction of affairs want of confidence in him is as 

follows, 

1st. That when 1 first assumed 
the charge of this office there was 
a litigation between the Rajah of 
Burdwan and the Ranees respect¬ 
ing the possession of Gunga 
Munnohurpoor Talook which was 
in my record registered in the 
name of the Ranees; with the 
view of establishing the Rajah’s 
claim to the 1 alook this very 
Sheristadar endeavoured to pro¬ 
cure my signature as Collector to 
a receipt for 1275 Rupees offered 
to be paid on the part of the 
Rajah as the revenue of that 
Talook. But fortunately 1 had 
been warned of this intrigue by the 
friends of the Ranees and conse¬ 
quently refused to sign any receipt 
for Revenue from a person in 
whose name the estate was not 
registered in the record and return¬ 
ed the sum, offered by the Rajah 
for the perusal of the Board 1 here¬ 
with send a copy of the chellan 
alluded to for Sa. Rs. 1275 contain¬ 
ing the Persian phrase 44 " 
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written in the usual form by the 
head serishtadar himself. 

2ndly. The Sheristadars nephew 
and his son-in-law are in the 
employ of the Rajah of Burdwan 
and consequently for the sake of 
their interest as well as his own he 
is constantly exercising his influ¬ 
ence to forward the Rajah Is views 
however illegal or unjust they may 
be such a connection with the 
Rajah is so suspicious that the 
Board have declared their opinion 
against it; since in one of their 
letters of the 2d March 1821 they 
determined that the late Khazan- 
chee should not hold the situation 
of Treasurer if his son continued 
as Khazanchee in the service of 
the Rajah of Burdwan. 

3rdly. Another instance of the 
collusion between the Rajah and 
the head Sheristadar is—The above 
Rammohun Mazoomdar used to 
attend my Cutcherry during the 
investigation of his complaint 
against the head Serishatadar and 
to my great surprize the head Seri- 
shtadar's son and nephew had him 
laid hold of in rmy presence in 
virtue of a writ of the Court issued 
to recover from the said complai¬ 
nants payment of a debt for which 
a decree had a considerable time 
ago been passed in favor of the 
Rajah. 

4thly. Although a public officer 
of Government he farmed a Chak- 
ran estate for several years under 
a fictitious name as formerly re¬ 
ported by me to the Board, 
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II. In the second place the head 
Serishtadar asserts that Radha- 
persaud Roy my Seristadar sent a 
message to him through Moonshee 
Kubool Allee suggesting to him to 
resign his situation and promising 
that in that case the Head Serishta¬ 
dar should receive a pension and 
his son be appointed also through 
Radapershads influence to the 
situation of serishtadar; and further 
that in case of the head Serishta¬ 
dar *s refusal Rada persaud threa¬ 
tened him through the said Moon¬ 
shee to get his nephew and son 
dismissed from the Collector’s 
office. 

III. In the third place the Head 
Serishtadar asserts that Radha- 
persaud Roy influenced me to dis¬ 
miss his nephew from his situation. 

IV. In the fourth place the head 
Serishtadar asserts that through the 
influence of Radhapersaud Roy I 
made a report to the Board that he 
farmed a chakran land under a 
fictitious name, which report, he 
alleges, was rejected by the Board. 


V. In the fifth place the head 
Serishtadar asserts that Radha¬ 
persaud Roy caused the before 
mentioned Rammohun Mujoorndar 
to bring this charge of bribery 


II. I therefore submit to the 
notice of the Board the answer re¬ 
ceived from Moonshee Kubool 
Allee in reply to my Perwannah, 
which will clearly disprove the 
whole of this assertion, and I beg 
further to state that at the instance 
of the head Sheristadar the said 
Kubool Ullee was examined before 
the Judge of this District and then 
confirmed the correctness of his 
answer to my Perwannah and the 
falsity of the head Seristadars 
statement. 


III. I dismissed Groodoss Bose 
because I considered him too 
young and otherwise not well quali¬ 
fied to undertake the responsibility 
of the situation, 

IV. I therefore beg to refer the 
Board to my report of the 3d day 
of the month of May 1822 on this 
very subject, and to their answer to 
my report from which I hope the 
Board will decide whether or not 
the head Serishtadar actually farm¬ 
ed a Chakran land under the ficiti- 
tious name of Nittanund Sircar. 
And I take this opportunity of 
submitting to the Board in a letter 
accompanying, the information re¬ 
quired in their answer which from 
the pressure of business I was un¬ 
able to furnish before. 

V. At the instance of the head 
Serishtadar himself Rammohun 
Mujoorndar was examined before 
the Magistrate* and denied that he 
was instigated in any manner by 
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against the head Serishtadar and 
that the said Radhapershad Roy 
drew up the proceedings of this 
case according to his own wishes. 


VI. In the sixth place the head 
Serishtadar asserts that I did not 
receive his Answer to this com¬ 
plaint and would not hear any 
defence. 


VII. In the seventh and last 
place the head Serishtadar asserts 
that 1 pay no attention to the dis¬ 
charge of my duty as a Collector. 


p 

Radapershad Roy. I held the pro¬ 
ceedings of the case in the open 
Cutcherry and in presence of my 
Omlah, and notes and translations 
of the evidence were made by me 
at the time; but Radapershad Roy 
did not interfere in any manner 
whatever nor did he utter a syall- 
able with respect to the Proceed¬ 
ings in this case. 

VI. Upon this complaint being 
made and the Deposition of the 
complainant taken, I called upon 
him to make a reply and the reply 
he made was a simple negative of 
the charge as will appear from, my 
proceedings of the 7th April last 
and when the evidence of the wit¬ 
ness was taken I always authorized 
him to cross examine them,—In 
fact I showed him much greater 
indulgence than he deserved, in¬ 
fluenced by the hope that as such 
complaints aTe very common, this 
like many other charges of bribery 
might be proved to have no 
foundation. 

VII. I hope to be excused from 
entering into any particular vindi¬ 
cation of my conduct in reply to 
insolence proceeding from such a 
quarter and beg leave to refer the 
Board generally to the evidence of 
official documents as to the manner 
in which the different duties at¬ 
tached to my situation have been 
performed and to the collection of 
revenue compared with that of this 
district in former years, and to the 
encrease of the Abkarry under my 
superintendence. 
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In conclusion, from* the fraudulent attempt of the head Serishtadar 
to obtain my official sanction to a paper which might have been used as 
a pretence for taking an estate from the lawful possessors, his farming 
lands under a fictitious name, his constant connivance with the Rajah 
and other corrupt practices quite incompatible with his situation I can 
place no confidence whatever in him as a servant of Government acting 
under me; and his insolent defiance of my authority is no less un¬ 
becoming his office, than inconsistent with every idea of proper subordi¬ 
nation. 1 therefore submit to the Board the necessity of ordering his 
immediate dismissal and of authorizing me to nominate another person 
in his place duly qualified for that situation.* 


Enclos : 


The 7th day of April 1823 corresponding 26th of Chaitra 1229. 

Rammohun Mojoomdar son of Gopenauth Mojoomdar of Hargram 
in Mojufur Sahee Pergunnah, a Kaisto aged about thirty four years, 
being present took his oath by touching the water of Gunges, and swore 
to the following effect:— 


Question.—State the particulars of the Petition you have presented. 

Answer.—In the first place, in order to rent in my name a Chakran 
land appertaining to Hargram and other places and 
another belonging to Khund Gose &c. 1 presented a 

Petition in my and Govindpersaud Bisswas’s name. 
This Govindpersad’s cousin to Juggnut Mitra, The 
said Mittre assured me that an income of four hundred 
Rupees was to be gained from the Khund Gose &c. so 
that if I could put myself to a let the expence in order 
to rent the state I might receive an annual income of 
four hundred Rupees Upon this I called on Neelmohun 
Roy at Kanker and told hipi that I had learnt from 
Juggut Mitre, relation Govind Bisswas, that this last 
mentioned Chakran land produced an annual profit of 
four hundred Rupees requesting him if was acquainted 
with any one of the Amlah of the Collector's office to 
endeavour by means of some outlay to procure me the 
said farm in my nam,e, to this Neelmohun Roy replied 
If you could expend fifty or sixty Rupees I might pro¬ 
cure you the said farm/ No said I. 1 cannot give sixty 
for its produce exclusive of the Revenue paid for the 


* Board of Revenue, O. C. 20 June, 1823, No. 7. 
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Company is only four hundred; but I could give you 
fifty rupees. “WelF returned he* “I shall try.” Two 
days after the said Neelmohun Roy informed me that 
forty Rupees had at last been agreed upon, of which 
twenty five were to be then given and the rest, after 
the success of the undertaking; I inquired of him to 
whom the money was to be presented, and his answer 
was to Devnarayun Bose, the head Serishtadar of the 
Collector 1 told him that I must go home to get the 
money and accordingly coming home, I borrowed 
eleven Rupees and taking with me the Jewels of my 
wife viz. a Bankmul and a Madooly I pawned them in 
Jugut Podars shop at Burrobazar for twelve Rupees. 
Besides this 1 had one Rupee by me and another I 
borrowed from my neighbour Rhujon Mullick. I then 
brought the whole amount, which was twenty five 
rupees, to Neelmohun Roy and said the money is ready. 
Come with me to the Serishtadar and deliver it to him 
in my presence. Also tell me what conversation has 
passed between you Having arrived in company with 
him at the Serishtadars lodging, I requested him to make 
known my name, which was Rammohun Mujoomdar 
to the Serishtadar and to acquaint me with the purport 
of the conversation that had passed between them. 
After this Neelmohun Roy took me before the head 
Serishtadar and told him my name was Rammohun 
Mojoomdar. On this the Serishtadar said, he know me, 
and had been informed of every circumstances relative 
to me by the said Neelmohun Roy I possess no in¬ 
fluence said he, to do you any further good, but that of 
approving your bid and then letting out the farm to 
you in your name and 1 hope you have been informed 
by Neelmohun Roy as to what you will have to give 
me “I have been told returned I that you have agreed 
to receive forty Rupees, twenty five now, and the re¬ 
maining fifteen after the success of the work. 1 have 
now, agreeably to the said Roy’s request, brought with 
me the sum of twenty five Rupees, may you be pleased 
to accept them/*On this the head Serishtadar received 
from me the said sum. Afterwards my bid was approv¬ 
ed at the auction, and I was ordered by the Collector 
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to produce a bail for appearance and also a security, 
and to get a sheet of stamped paper for writing an 
application. I then produced Goury Bhuttachargee 
Radhamohun Sing as sureties and coming to the 
Serishtadar informed him that I brought the sureties and 
stamped paper and desired, that he might report it to 
the Collector and have the sureties approved, but 
he refused to comply with my request, adding that I 
might give the notice myself which I afterwards did, 
but met with very little attention Everybody then advis¬ 
ed me not to be in such a hurry, saying that since my 
bid had been approved at the auction, it would evid¬ 
ently be so by the Collector, and that 1 should be called 
for by the Collector, this induced me to go and remain 
at home for some time. At last however finding that I 
was not yet called for, I went over to- Burdwan in the 
month of Aghrayan 1229 and enquired of Ramchunder 
Gungopadhya the Moojmi! Wubish, what had become 
of the said farm the Gungooly answered that orders 
were received from the Board rejecting the farming out 
of the said land. Having heard this 1 went up to the 
Serishtadar and told him that 1 understood orders were 
received for rejecting the said farm being let out, and 
asked him what was to be done in such a case. 1 
wanted him to return the money I had given him, to 
which he said “Nothing has yet come to an issue, 
wait for two or four days and in case we should not 
succeed by that time 1 shall return you the said sum 
of twenty five Rupees/* Two or four days having 
elapsed I again went to the Serishtadar and asked him 
if he had not succeeded in procuring the farm to give 
back my money. He now began to dally and at length 
finding that I could not get back the money I made an 
application to the Judge but he in answer suggested 
to me to make the application to the Collector, as the 
authority of his Court did not extend to the question in 
hand I have therefore thus presented myself before you 
and made the application. 

Question.—In what year and on what day of the month did you 
give to the said Head Serishtadar the said sum of twenty 
five Rupees. 
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Answer,—I gave to the head Serishtadar the sum of twenty five 
Rupees in the month of Ashra 1229, but on what day 
of the month I do not recollect. 

Question.—At what time of the day and in what place did you 
bribe the Head Serishtadar with the sum of twenty 
five Rupees ? 

Answer.—1 gave the sum of twenty five Rupees to the Head 
Serishtadar in his Boitakhana and at about 8 o’clock 
in the morning. 

Question.—What persons were present at the time you gave him 
the said sum? 

Answer.—-The following persons were present there viz, Neel- 
mohun Roy, Govind Chundra Bose son of the Head 
Serishtadar Ramtonnoo Shome and a neighbour of mine 
Bhujon Mullick. 


(Signed) Rammohun Mujoomdar 
of Hargram 

A True Translation (Sd) J. Digby, Collector. 

The 23rd day of April 1823 and 12th of Bysak 1230. 

Ramtunoo Shome son of Ram Govind Shome residing at Barbeloon 
in Auzmutsy Pergunnah aged between 30 and 32 years, and Agoory and 
a tiller of the ground, took his oath before the Collector by touching 
the water of the Gunges to give his evidence on the part of Rammohun 
Mujoomdars prosecution and swore to the following purport:— 

Question.—Do you know the plaintiff Rammohun Mujoomdar and 
the Defendant, Devanarain Bose, the head Serishtadar? 

Answer.—Yes, I do know them. 

Question.—Do you only know the Mojoomdar and Head Serishta¬ 
dar or have you any concern with them ? 

Answer. Yes I know them, but have no concern with them. 

Question.—Are you aware that Rammohun Mojoomdar had made 
an application to the Hoojoor for the sum of twenty 
five rupees which, he said, he had given to Devanarain 
Bose, the Head serishtadar. 

Answer.—-I am well aware that he (Devanarain Bose) had taken 
the sum,, 

Question.—How do you know that. 

Answer.—I had made an application for renting some Chakran 
land and as I hoped to obtain the assistance of Deva¬ 
narain Bose, I used to call on him frequently. One 
day while I was sitting with him there came Rammohun 
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Mujoomdar, Bhujan. Mullick and Neelmohun Roy* The 
Bose said to Neelmohun Roy “your words are far from 
being true"' Neelmohup replied that he had not been 
able to procure the money before, but that now having 
done so, he was come to him with Rammohun 
Mojoomdar, whom the Bose declared to have known. 
Neelmohun asking what was to be done, Bose told him 
to see if the coast was clear to which Neelmohun re¬ 
turned that there was no other persons besides Ram¬ 
mohun Mujoomdar and Bhujon Mullick Bose said that 
he knew not Bhujon on which Rammohun told him that 
Bhujon was a friend of his so he had no reason to 
entertain any doubts respecting him. After this Ram¬ 
mohun took out the money from his cloth and gave it 
to Neelmohun who having counted the sum delivered 
the twenty five rupees to the Head Serishtadar, having 
received the money the Bose laid it on the bed to his 
right side. He then called his son Govindo Chundra 
Bose and entrusted the money to his care. 

Question.—At what time did the plaintiff deliver the sum to 


Defendant ? 

Answer.—At about 8 o’clock in the morning. 

Question.—In what place was the money given and was there any 
body else present at the time ? 

Answer.—In the Boses Boitakhana where, I Bejon Mullick Neel- 
Mohun Roy and Rammohun Mujoomdar were present, 
and there were three or four other persons sitting, who 
went away at our arrival. 

Question,—After the Bose had received the money what did he do 
with it? 


Answer.—He gave it to his son Govind Chundra. 


Question.—What kind of bed was it? 

Answer.—Over a mat was spread a carpet and on that lay the 
musnud upon which the Bose was seated. 


Question.—In what room and in what sort of a bed were you Neel¬ 
mohun and the defendant seated ? 


Answer.—We were sitting on the carpet I sat on the west side 
facing the east Neelmohun and Rammohun were sitting 
with their faces to the north and Bhujon had taken his 
seat on the door, 
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Question.—On what side was the door at which Bhujon was 
sitting ? 

Answer.—Bhujon sat at the door which was to the left side of the 
entrance to the house. 

Question.—Do you know Neelmohun and Rammohun? and how 
far is your house from theirs at least from the 
plaintiffs ? 

Answer.—I know them and my house is one koss or quarter, 
more from the plaintiffs. 

Question.—Is the Defendants house or the place where he was 
sitting at the time Fukha or Cautcha built? 

Answer.—It was a Cutcha House. 

Question,—How did the Defendant manage to receive the money 
in your presence? will you state that? 

Answer.—The defendant has always shewn me marks of kind¬ 
ness; and as he was well acquainted with me, and 
confided in me, he did not scruple to receive the money 
in my presence. 

Question.—Do you know the month and day in which he received 
the money? 

Answer. I cannot tell you the day for 1 do not recollect it but it 
was in the month of Asar or Sraven that he received the 
money. 

Question.—Has any body instigate or whispered to you to say all 
this ? 

Answer.—Why should I make myself liable to punishment in a 
future life, by perjury? Nobody has instigated me or 
whispered any thing to me. 

Do you wish to put any question to this witness. 

I have no question whatever to put to him. 

| Have you any question or not ? 

I have no question to put to the witness, but I say the 
whole of this is the contrivance of Radhapersaud Roy 
himself. 

Did you see or know Radhapersad Roy any time before 
this day ? and whether or not have you been instiga¬ 
ted and whispered to by the said Radhapersaud Roy, 

I never saw or knew Radhapersad Roy before this day, 
and 1 know not where his house is, and the said Radha- 


Question to 1 
the plaintiff J 
Answer.— 
Question to 
Devanarayun 
Answer.— 


Question to 
Ramtunoo the 
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Answer.—J 
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persad Roy has never instigated me or whispered to 
me. 

Question.—Whether or not has Radhapersad Roy instigated you 
by means of any of his creatures or letters ? 

Answer.—He has never instigated me either by means of any of 
his creatures or letters. Why should I forswear after 
having taken my oath by touching the water of the 
Gunges. 

(Signed) Ramtunoo Shome 
of Barbelom. 

(True Translation) 

(Signed) J. Digby 
Collr. 

The 24th day of April 1823 and 13th Bysak 1230.— 

Bhejon Mullick a Mussulman son of Alla Angi Mullick, residing 
at Radhanagoer in Majafursahy Purgunnah, aged between twenty and 
twenty five years a farmer and a tradesman witness on the part of 
Rammohun Mojoomdar, came before the Collector and taking up the 
Koran, was duly sworn to depose the following statement.— 

Question,—Do you know the plaintiff and defendant? 

Answer.—1 know Rammohun Mojoomdar and Devanarain 
Bose. 

Question.—Have you any concern with the plaintiff and 
defendant ? 

Answer.—1 have no concern with them. 

Question.—Rammohun states in his petition that he bribes 
Devanarain Bose with the sum of twenty rupees. But 
do you know any thing about this. 

Answer.—I know that Rammohun has given bribe to Devanarain 
Bose. 

Question.—How do you know that Rammohun has given a bribe to 
Devanarain Bose. 

Answer.—Having met with Rammohun Mojoomdar near Saha 
Sahibs Cutcherry, he told me it was fortunate for him 
that we had met, for, he said, he had got twenty four 
Rupees in hand, and for want of only one rupee his 
business was at a stand. I asked him what he 
would do with the money, to which he replied “I have 
made an application for renting a confiscated Chakran 
land, of the particulars of which I have already 
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informed you but for the present I shall have to dis¬ 
burse a little money, will you therefore be pleased to 
lend me a rupee which 1 1 promise to pay you at home ? 
Look here I have got twenty four rupees by me/' 1 He 
having then tied U P the twenty five rupees in his cloth, 
I wanted to go home but he said “No. I require you, 
come along with me.” With this he took me with him 
and proceeded. Besides Rammohun and myself there 
came along with us another person who* was quite a 
stranger to me. After we had arrived at Devanarain 
Bose’s lodgings Rammohun desired me to take my 
seat at the door while he himself with the stranger 
went to Devanarain the Bose told them he could place 
no reliance on their words, and every thing they said 
was far from truth the said stranger pleaded his inabi¬ 
lity to procure the money till now and consequently he 
could not keep his word, at the same time adding that 
Rammohun Mujoomdar, no he, was concerned in the 
business. He asked Devanarain whether that person 
was known to him, to which he in answer, said yes 
1 know Rammohun Mojoomdar” and giving credit to 
their words, he desired them to take their seats which 
they accordingly did. After this Rammohun took out, 
that is from his cloth, the sum of twenty five rupees 
and give it into the hands of the said stranger who 
again went to deliver to Devanarain Bose. The Bose 
enquired of Rammohun Mojoomdar who the man was 
that sat at the door (meaning me) Rammohun said 
“He is a friend of mine, and you should regard him in 
the same light as you would do me.” The said 
stranger then put the purse of money into the hands 
of Devanarain Bose who laid it on the right side of his 
pillow, that is on his right side, I having said that it 
grew late we might return home, Bose complied say¬ 
ing, yes you may now go home But continued he 
addressing himself to Rammohun, when an arrange¬ 
ment takes place and we can hope for success in our 
endeavour, I shall send for you having thus spoken, 
he called his son Govind Chunder Bose and committed 
the money to his care. After which we all got out 
of the house. 
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Question.—At what time did the plaintiff give the said sum to the 
Defendant ? 

Answer.—At about 8 o’clock in the morning. 

Question.-—In what place? and who were present there at the 
time besides you. 

Answer.—It was in the Dewankhanah of the Bose, and there 
were present at the time Ramtunoo Some, Rammohun 
Mojoomdar, the stranger who went with us, myself 
and Devanarain Bose, no body else. There had been 
three or four other persons besides, but they went 
away at our coming. 

Question.—What did Devanarain Bose do with the money? 

Answer.—He gave it to his son. 

Question.—What sort of a place was it where Devanarain Bose 
was sitting a Packa or Cutcha house. 

Answer.—The place where he sat was a Cutcha house, he sat 
inside the house on a musnud spread on a carpet, 
having a pillow by him'. 


Question.—How did the Bose manage to take the money in the 
presence of so many persons? Will you state that. 

Answer.—He did not know me before but after Rammohun had 
told him that I was a friend of his, he received the 
money thinking he could be brought into no trouble 
for so doing. 


Question.—Have you been instigated or whispered to give this 
evidence ? 


Answer.—No body has instigated me or whispered to me to give 
this evidence. 1 have taken the Koran thus to swear 
not to depose from the instigation or whispering of 
any evidence. 

Question to \ Whether or not is your house at the Hargram puty in 
the plaintiff I Radhanagore. 

Answer.—It is within Hargram in Radanagore. 


(Signed) Bhejon Mullick. 


(True Translation) 

(Signed) J. Digby 
CoIIr. 
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The Collector of 



Burdwan. 

The humble Petition of Rammohun 
Mujoorndar of the village of Hargram in 
Mujafer Sahee P ergunnah Chowkey Baly 
Kishna. 

Sheweth 

That your F etitioner having brought before you an action against 
Devanarain Bose, head Serishtadar of the Collector’s office for a Bribe of 
Sicca Rupees twenty five which he received from your Petitioner that 
by the Deposition of two witnesses the justice of your Petitioner’s cause 
has been clearly proved, and that upon his attempting to bring in 
another witness Neelmohun Roy, the said Sherishtadar frequently 
threatened your Petitioner to bring him into trouble. 

That the Moha Ragah Bahadur once procured a Decree against 
your f etitioner and others for a certain sum and having made an appli¬ 
cation to the Court sold the whole of your Petitioners property to make 
good the debt, that the said Devanarain having prevailed over the 
Moha Rajah again-enforced the same decree against your Petitioner, 
and that his nephew Khoody Ram Mujoorndar and his son Govind 
Chunder Bose having caused the bailiff to seize on your Petitioner at 
the Collector s Cutcherry in your presence, treated him with much 
seventy on their way to the Court, that your Petitioner therefore is 
determined to bring on a criminal suit against them. 

That your Petitioner further begs to represent to you that the 
third witness Neelmohun Roy on the part of your Petitioner who also 
has some concern with the Moha Ragah, states that were he to give his 
evidence, Devanarain Bose would join the Rajah to bring him into like 
trouble with your Petitioner, so that he would rather avoid making his 
appearance. That in consequence of your Petitioner’s being kept all 
this time confined in Prison, he cannot find an opportunity of adducing 
his third witness; and '.humbly prays that you will therefore be pleased, 
by the examining the Deposition of the two witnesses to cause the re¬ 
covery of the sum of which your Petitioner has a fair right. 

And your Petitioner as in duty bound will ever pray,* 


(Signed) Rammohun Mujoorndar. 
(A true Translation) 

(Signed) J. Digby 

Collr. 


Board of Revenue, Procgs. 20 June, 1823, No. 8. 
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Answer of Meer Kubool Ally the Serishtadar for the decision of 
summary cases under the date 21st of May 1823, to the Collectors 
Perwannah. 


After the us ral address. 


I have been honoured with your Perwannah under date the 14th 
of May 1823 stating that from the perusal of a Durkhaust given by 
Devanarain Bose head Serishtadar of this Collector’s office “It is 
considered necessary to know whether or not Radapersaud Roy the 
Senshtadar of this office sent to Devanarain Bose a Message through 
you communicating to him that if he would give in a resignation of this 
office he (Radhapersaud) should cause a pension to be settled upon the 
Head Serishtadar, and, his son to be appointed to the situation of 
Serishtadar and that if he (the head Serishtadar) would not meet his 
(Radhapersaud’s) wishes he Radapersaud Roy should get his nephew *s 
and sons dismissed from their situations of Mohurers and stating that 
1 therefore must give a true and correct Answer in writing. 

Sir Radapersaud did not send through me such a Message to the 
head Serishtadar. He, (the head Serishtadar Devanarain Bose), Pittam- 
ber Chatterjee the Head Writer of the office, and myself had ourselves 
a conversation considering the pension of the Head Serishtadar/ 


(Signed) Meer Kubool Ally 
Serishatadar of Summary Suits. 
(True Translation) 

(Signed) J. Digby 

Collr. 


154 . Mr. Digby’s further letter to the Board re: Debnarain Bose’s case. 
(14 June, 1823.) 

Sir, 

1 have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of t\he 
28th May last and in answer to its first paragraph, I request that the 
Board will be pleased to observe from the Deposition of Juggutnarain 
Mitter enclosed in my letter of the 3rd of that month, especially from 
his answer of the 6th that the farm of Khurid Gose chackran land was 
first rented in the year 1212 by Devanarain Bose head Serishtadar under 
the fictitious name of Nittanund Sircar at the rent of 215 rupees, that 
in the year 1218 the lease was renewed at the same rent and that it was 
resumed in the yeaT 1219 for a period of five years for a rent of 225 

* Ibid. 


43 


MIN tSTfy 


RAJA RAMMOHUN ROY 



rupees being an encrease of only ten rupees per year, this shews that 
though during a period of twelve years three leases were granted at 
three different times yet there were little or no encrease of Revenue 
the farm having been held by the same person every successive lease 
at almost the same rent, while at the first settlement it might have been 
farmed out 1 am almost sure, for a considerable encrease of rent and at 
the second and the third settlement for a reasonable increase of reve¬ 
nue. If the lease had been fairly and regularly executed the loss of 
revenue which Government has sustained for so many years past from 
the improper conduct of the Omlah, would have been obviated. It 
will also appear to the Board even from the latter part of the evidence 
of Nittanund Sircar the nominal farmer, that he is not aware of the 
person who signed the Durkhast of the farm in the year 1810, nor does 
he recollect the person whom he engaged to sign the Cubooleayt of 
the lease on his behalf in the year 1810, these documents signed by 
unknown persons are still in my records, although it is more especially 
the duty of the Omlah to attend to these matters. 

Moreover upon my predecessors Mr. Elliots issuing a Perwannah 
to the Canongoe .of Pergunnah Khund Ghose ordering him to investi¬ 
gate into the circumstances connected with the said chakran land he 
(the Canongoe) made a local inquiry respecting the estates and sent to 
Mr. Elliot the declarations of the gomastahs and munduls, stating that 
the said land was the farm of Devanarain Bose, 1 therefore beg to send 
the statement authenticated by the signature of my predecessor, for the 
perusal of the Board. 

In conformity to the orders contained in the second paragraph of 
your letter 1 herewith transmit for the investigation of the Board the 
whole of the record of my inquiry into this case and I have the satis¬ 
faction of informing you that by holding out threats of the sale of the 
property of securities 1 have been able to realize all the Balance of 
Revenue due from this and other chakran estates. Under all these cir¬ 
cumstances and in consideration of the general conduct of the present 
head Serishtadar as particularized in my letter of yesterday s date I am 
obliged to withhold all confidence upon him; and as the Board con¬ 
sider me responsible for my proceedings, 1 am under the necessity of 
suggesting to the Board the expediency of removing him from his situa¬ 
tion and of authorizing me to nominate another person in his place,* 

(Signed) J. Digby 

Collr. 

* Board of Revenue, Procgs. 20 June, 1823, No. 9. 
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1 am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of tiie 13th 
and 14th Instant and the several papers which accompanied them and 
to communicate to you the following instructions. 

It is not necessary the Board consider to pursue to a more perfect 
and complete conclusion the inquiries you have made in consequence 
of the Petitions preferred to you by Rammohun Mujoomdar against your 
Serishtadar Devanarain Bose and to this Board by the latter against 
Radahpersaud Roy for the purpose of deciding on the expediency and 
continue Devanarain Bose in his present office of Serishtadar. It is 
sufficient this native officer has not your confidence and that you cannot 
it would appear with any satisfaction to yourself employ his service in 
the transaction of your public duties for the Board to sanction your 
recommendation that you may be allowed to remove him and may be 
permitted to nominate for the Board’s approval a fit and respectable 
successor. 

You will accordingly the Board direct explain to Devanarain Bose 
the grounds on which the Board'have ordered his removal from office 
and you will with as little delay as may be necessary nominate and 
report for the Board's approval a successor to the office whose charac¬ 
ter is unexceptionable and whose previous services and experience 
shall warrant your believing he is in every respect eligible for the 

situation.* 


156. Board's reply to Mr. Dlgbys letter re. Shunnuok Lall Tewary-s 
petition. (4 July, 1823.) 

Sir, 

In reply to your letter of the 13th June, notifying that, the amount 
and value of stamp papers in store agree with the Darogah s accounts, 
1 am directed by the Board of Revenue to inform you, that previous to 
passing any orders, the Board wait your further report on the matters 
alledged by Sunnuck Lai Tewary, as noticed in the 2nd para, of your 
letter, t 
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m* Board's reply to Mr. Digby's above letters, (20 dune, im.) 


* Board of Revenue, Procgs. 20 June, 1823, No. 10, 
t Board of Revenue, Procgs. 4 July, 1823, No, 12. 
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167. Mr. Digby’s letter to the Board informing of His having nominated 
Koonjbihari Roy to tho post of Head Sheristadar of the Burdwan CoDectorship. 
With Enclo. and Board’s order. (4 July, 1823.) 


Sir, 

I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 
20th Ultimo, and beg leave to acquaint you for the information of the 
Board that having as authorised, removed Debnarain Bose my late head 
Sheristadar from his situation, 1 have nominated Koonj Beharry Rai as 
his successor a native of respectability, whom I knew personally several 
years ago whilst in the office Register of Ramgur, under Mr. John 
Millar, then Judge and Magistrate of that district and of this man I have 
often heard him speak in favourable terms. 

1 herewith transmit for the perusal of the Board, copies of the three 
testimonials of his character produced by him, he having received them 
from Mr. Donnithorne, Mr. Charles Elliott, and Mr. John Miller, who 
having employed him at different times had sufficient opportunities of 
observing his conduct. He is to the best of my belief well qualified for 
the situation of head Sheristadar of my office. 1 therefore hope the 
Board will be pleased to confirm him in that situation." 


Enclo: 

To W. B. Bayley Esqre. 

Register to the Sudder Dewany Adawlut. 

Sir, 

I have the honor to transmit the resignation of Suyed Aewez Ali 
Sheristadar of the Dewanee Adawlut of this District; and to acquaint 
you, for the information of the Court that 1 have nominated Moonshee 
Koonjbeharry Rai his successor, and hope the selection will meet the 
approbation of the Right Honorable the Governor General in Council. 

Moonshee Koonjbeharry Rai was for several years Sheristadar of 
the Dewanny Adawlut of Zillah Ramghur, and resigned that office in 
November last, he bears a good character, and from his knowledge of 
Persian, and my own observation of his past conduct, it appears well 
qualified for the situation. 


Furruckbad 
the 20th April 1818. 

(Signed) J. Miller 
Judge 

* Board of Revenue, Procgs. 18 July, 1823, No. 10. 
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Ordered, that the Collector of Burdwan be informed that the Board 
confirm the appointment of Koonj Beharry Rai as head Sheristadar, in 
the room of Debnarain Bose removed.* 


158. Letter from the Magistrate at Burdwan (Mr. Hutchinson) to the 
Secretary of the Board of Revenue res th© case of Debnarain Bose against 
Radhapersaud Roy and others. With Enclos, (14 July, 1823.) 

Sir, 

Debnarain Bose 1 have the honor to request you will 

-vs- submit the enclosed copy of the proceedings 

Radapurshad and of this Court, under date the 1st Instant, in 

others for cons the case noticed in the margin, for the con- 

piracy, sideration of the Board of Revenue. 

2nd. The result of the trial, as you will observe, does not amount 
to a perfect establishment of the charge; but affords such suspicion of 
its truth against one of the Collector s Umla, named Radha or 
Radheekapershad and the other defendants, and such proof of wilful 
perjury and subornation of perjury having been committed before the 
Collector in the investigation of a charge of Bribery, preferred against 
Debnarain Bose, late head Serishatadar of his office, by one Rammohun 
Majmedar, and the witnesses he adduced in support of the accusation, 
that 1 was induced to request the Collector would report the case to the 
Board, and at the same time adopt such measures as might lead to a 
prosecution and conviction of those persons; particularly as I understand 
the Collector had urged the charge of bribery, as one of his reasons 
for wishing the dismissal of the Seristadar to the Board. 

3rd. The Collector has for the reasons set forth in his letter of the 
9th Instant, copy of which I have also the honor to enclose, declined 
acceeding to the request; and it therefore devolves on me as a matter 
of duty, and an act of Justice to the Seristadar, to call the attention of 
the Board to the subject. 

4th. The Collector’s objections are founded on a misconception 
of the charge investigated before me; which though necessarily impli¬ 
cating the case of bribery preferred before him, was not for perjury or 
subornation of perjury, but for conspiracy; a charge which is cognizable 
by a Magistrate; but even admitting that the complaint to me, and the 
investigation that took place in consequence, were irregular, 1 conceive 
they might have been adopted as a ground work for a minute and 


Board of Revenue, Procga. 18 July, 1823, No. 11. 
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particular enquiry, the result of which would 1 think have at least 
tended to exculpate the Serishtadar from the imputation of Bribery, 
and perhaps afforded sufficient grounds for a prosecution for perjury 
and subornation against his accuser and witnesses, 

5th. Acting under this impression, 1 beg leave most respectfully 
to request, that the Board will on a careful consideration, adopt such 
measures as they may deem expedient. 

6th. I beg leave to enclose copy of my reply to the Collector's 
letter alluded to in Paragraph 3rd of this address.* 


Enclos; 


To 

J. R. Hutchinson Esqre 
Magistrate of Zillah Burdwarn 

Sir, 

In reply to your letter of the 5th Instant, and its enclosure, I have 
the honor to send you the accompanying proceeding wherein I have 
referred you to section 14 of Reg. 17 of 1817; and to Reg. 3 of 1801, 
in which it is prohibited for any City or Zillah Magistrate to receive 
any charges of perjury or subornation of perjury against the parties in 
a civil suit &c. See; and after an attentive perusal of the lst-2nd-3rd~4th 
and more particularly the 5th clause of the 14th Section of the former 
Regulation, 1 must decline to comply with the request contained in 
your letter and proceeding, of referring to the Board of Revenue the 
result of the enquiry made in your Court into the charges brought 
against Devnarain Bose, not only on account of its having been entered 
into in opposition to the Regulation which I have pointed out, but on 
account of the Board having as stated in their letter, removed that 
man from office, merely in consequence of my not reposing any trust 
or confidence in him. 

2. 1 must also decline adopting any measure with respect to 

Rammohun Mojomdar, until you inform me by what Regulation you 
enquired into the charge of perjury and at the time when the suit of 
Rammohun Majomdar was under investigation in my office. 

I beg leave moreover to state that the evidence given before me 
by the witnesses in that suit, was consistent throughout and not such 
as to excite my suspicion of perjury. 


Burwdan 
Collector's office 
the 9th July 1823. 


I am &ca, 
(Signed) J. Digby 
Collr. 


Board oJF Revenue, Procgs. 25 July, 1823, No. 30. 
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To 

J. Digby Esqr. 

Collector of Zillah 

Burdwan. 

Sir, 

In reply to your letter and persian proceeding under date the 9th 
Instant 1 beg leave to inform you that you have not exactly understood 
the nature of the charge preferred and tried before me; it was for cons¬ 
piracy, and the cognizance of it was within my authority. 

2. 1 regret to observe that you have declined to report on the 

subject of the case to the Board of Revenue, as the proceedings held 
by me exhibit such strong suspicion of conspiracy against a Native 
employed by you, (Radhapurshad) and such proof of perjury and sub¬ 
ornation of perjury against Rammohun Mujoomdar and others that l 
conceived you would as an act of Justice to Debnarain Bose have 
immediately adopted such measures as might in the end at least have 
exculpated him from the charge of Bribery; and have rendered him fit 
to be employed again in the public service; for the principal cause 
that induced his dismissal as you inform me was want of confidence on 
your part, which does not amount to any proof or moral obliquity or 
official dereliction; and the Gentleman who succeeds you in office 
knowing that only to be the cause of his discharge, might wish his 
reappointment, and repose the same confidence in him as his prede¬ 
cessors, with the exception of yourself, have done, during a period 
of service of more than thirty years. 

3, I beg leave to refer you to the copy of my proceedings, 
in which you will find the Regulations distinctly mentioned, which you 
have thought it necessary to requote. 

4. In conclusion, 1 beg leave to inform you, that as you have 
declined to report the circumstances of the case to the Board, I shall 
have the honor of doing so myself. 


Zillah Burdwan 
the 14th July 1823 


I am &ca, 

(Signed) J. R. Hutchinson 
Magistrate, 


I5d. Mr. Molony’s reply to Mr. Hutchinson’s above letter, (25 July, 
1823.) 

Sir, 

I am directed by the Board of Revenue Lower Provinces, to ac¬ 
knowledge the receipt of your letter dated the 14th Instant, together 
with its enclosures. 


a 


M* RAJA RAMMOHUN ROY 

The Board direct me to communicate to you, that iti is with regret 
they feel themselves obliged to observe that they consider your pro¬ 
ceedings in the case of Debnarain Bhose, to be Extra Judicial, and 
not required by any existing regulation. 

The Board have deemed it absolutely necessary thus to record 
their opinion as to the informality of any interference by a Judicial 
Authority, with investigations or enquiries affecting the appointment 
and removal of the ministerial officers of the several Revenue autho¬ 
rities, placed under their control; but while communicating to you this 
opinion, the Board at the same time desire me to express to you their 
perfect conviction, that your proceedings in this case have been influen¬ 
ced solely by an anxious desire to further the ends of Justice.* 

160. Mr. Digby s letter to the Board res the petition of Davypersautl Sircar, 
(18 July, 1823.) 

Sir, 

1 have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 
18th March last and beg leave to send you a regular reply to the petition 
presented to the Board by the late Khajanchee Davipersaud Sircar, 
for the consideration and orders of the Board. 

1. The Khajanchee asserts 1. On examining the Treasury 
that although 1 received from him account up to the 13th of August 
Sicca Rupees 251620. 10. 4 as 1 found that there ought to be a 

the cash balance of my Treasury balance of Sa. Rs. 16150!. 12. 4 

yet 1 have not given him a receipt full weight, Sa. Rs. 79038 in bank 
for that sum. notes and Sa. Rs. 6049-14 short 

weight after the deduction of Batta 
and also pice to the amount of 
5231 rupees; forming altogether a 
total of Sa. Rs. 251820. 10*4. But 
on examining the real cash balance 
in my Treasury on that day when 
charge of it was taken from the 
Khajanchee, 1 found it to be Sa, 
Rs. 145801 full weight, Sa. Rupees 
92480 in Bank notes (consisting of 
Bengal, Hindoostan and Commer¬ 
cial Bank notes) the sum of Sa. Rs. 
8077. 8 short weight, and Sa. Rs. 

* Board of Revenue, O.C. 25 July, 1823, No. 33. 
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505! pice forming a total of Sa. Rs. 
251409. 8 overlooking the discre¬ 
pancies between the money ac¬ 
tually in the Treasury and descrip¬ 
tion of the particulars in the Trea¬ 
sury account, 1 found besides a 
deficiency of Sa. Rs. 411. 2 on 
the whole amount of Money actu¬ 
ally in the Treasury which he has 
yet made good. 



II. The Khajanchee asserts that 
there was a separate sum of Sa. 
Rs. 664. 2 stated in the Trea¬ 
sury account to have been paid to 
the Omlah and others on account 
of their salaries, which, he says, I 
received without giving a receipt 
of it. 


II. There was no separate sum 
of Sa. Rs. 664. 2 in the 
Treasury but the fact is that from 
a reference to the Treasury account 
it was discovered that although the 
sum of Sa. Rs. 675. 15. 4 was 
charged in the current account for 
disbursements, yet, in consequence 
of the vacancies among the Amlah 
of this office who have been dead 
and resigned, it ought to have been 
credited to Government, which the 


Khajanchee had failed to do; but as this 
sum was really, as himself admitted, the 
property of Government, he could not be 
entitled to a receipt for it. Besides which 
there are other sums amounting to Sa. 
Rs. 618, stated by the Khajanchee to have 
been paid as salaries to different Amlah 
which the latter do not acknowledge, and 
their receipts cannot be produced by the 
Khajanchee; they therefore may still prefer 
their claims against Government. 


III. The Khajanchee alleges 
that he gave advances of Sa. 
Rs. 2579. 4. 10. to certain 

Omlah of this office on account of 
their salaries on condition that 
they should reimburse him when 
their salaries fell due and that the 


III. The sum of Sa. Rs. 411. 
2. 4. for the real deficiency in 
the Treasury Sa. Rs. 675. 15. 
4 on account of vacancies and 
absence of the Omlah, and Sa. 
Rs. 618 due to the Amlah for 
which he could produce no re- 
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receipts for a portion of them were 
in his possession, but that I had 
not caused the sum to be paid to 
him. 


ceipts, forming a total of Sa. 
Rs. 1705- 1. 8 was due from 
the Khajanchee. But when this 
sum was demanded of him he 
stated that he had given advances 
to the Amlahs amounting to Sa. 
Rs. 3984, 13, 13 on account 

of their salaries and he therefore 
requested not only to be relieved 
from, the Sa. Rs. 1705. 1. 8. 


due by him to Government; but also to re¬ 
ceive Sa. Rs. 2279. 12. 5 from me. As such 
an use of the public money by a Khajanchee 
for his own advantage is prohibited by 
section 2d. Regulation 2d. of 1813 I could 
not listen to such an excuse without the ex¬ 
press orders of the Board. However, being 
instructed by the Board to ascertain what ad¬ 
vances had been actually made to the Amlah, 
I found that the sum was only Sa. Rs. 799. 
5 which by their . indulgence was allowed 
to him; but although agreeably to the direc¬ 
tion of the Board 1 ordered him, to appear 
before me to receive a receipt for the sum 
he had actually delivered to me, he neither 
appeared himself nor sent an agent on his 
behalf. 


IV. The Khajanchee asserts 
notwithstanding the orders of the 
Board that 1 should grant him a re¬ 
ceipt for the sum received from 
him, and that the advances made 
by him to the Amlah should be re¬ 
paid, that Radhapersaud Baboo 
my Peshkar through enmity to him,, 
did not receive from him the re¬ 
ceipts of the Amlah nor did he 
cause those advances to be repaid; 
and that he wishes these very 
Amlahs, who are indebted to him 


IV. It would I conceive be hard 
for public officers to be accused of 
enmity for strictly performing the 
duties of their situations I have 
given credit for such sums as the 
Amlah acknowledge to have re¬ 
ceived as advances from the late 
Khajanchee; but I cannot deduct 
the salaries of those who acknow¬ 
ledge no debt, and against whom 
he can advance no receipt. 


MiMsr^ 
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(the late Khajanchee) to deliver 
receipts to the Collector them¬ 
selves and again receive their full 
salaries. 

The Board will perceive by the accompanying statement that the 
sum due by the late Khajanchee now is, Sa. Rs, 905. 12. 8 respect¬ 
ing the recovery of which 1 request to be favoured with their 
instructions.* 


I6t. Board’s reply to the above letter. 02 August, 1823.) 


Sir, 


The Board of Revenue having had under consideration your 
letter of the 18th Ultimo, reporting on the Petition of Debee Persaud 
Sircar the late Treasurer, l am directed to communicate to you the 
following observations and orders on the several points therein 
contained, 

1st point. The Board direct that you will explain within what 
period of time so large a number of Bank notes amounting 92,480 FIs. 
had been allowed to accumulate in your Treasury. 

The Board further require from your 1 reasurer explanation of the 
reasons which could have induced him to receive notes of the Bank 
of Hindoostan and Commercial Bank, such notes pot being a legal 
tender in liquidation of Revenue demands. 

In reference to the sum of Rupees 8077. 8 stated to be short 
weight you will be pleased to explain whether the deficiency in weight 
exceeds that allowed by Section 111 Regulation 2 of 1812 and by the 
order circular of the Board dated 10th July 1813, and if so to what 
amount, and you are further requested to state how the Treasurer 
accounted for the sum of Rupees 411. 2 which seems to have been 
admitted by him to be deficient. 

2d Point. The Board do not very well comprehend the 1st part 
of your, Explanation on this point, but they infer from it generally that 
the sum of Rs. 675. 15. 4 has been embezzled by the Treasurer, 
who tried to hide it by false entries as money disbursed; should this 
inference be correct, you will immediately take the necessary measures 
to make him refund the above sum and in regard to the sum of 618 
Rupees stated by the Khajanchee to have been paid on account of 
salaries of Amlah 1 am directed to request that you will submit a state¬ 
ment exhibiting in each individual case, the name, situation, the 
amount paid, the months' salary for which it was paid, the date of 
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payment, and an abstract of the answer which each of the officers 
give to the assertion of the late Treasurer. 


The Board also direct me to observe to you with reference to 
the statement furnished by you that the late Treasurer is not entitled to 
credit for the sum of 578 Rs. being the amount of notes of the Bank 
of Hindoostan, and Commercial Bank or to credit for the sum of 799R S . 
Jas. entered as sums acknowledged to have been borrowed by indivi¬ 
duals for the payment of these two sums therefore in addition to the 
sum of Rs. 905. 12. 8 Balance stated by you, making a total 
of Rs. 2283. !. 8 the Board desire you will call upon the late Trea¬ 

surer in the mode pointed out by the Regulations and in the event 
of his not immediately liquidating this amount you will proceed to 
airest and have him confined in the usual manner, calling also upon 
his security to make good the amount. 

The Board direct me further to notice to you that under orders cir¬ 
cular from the Chief Secretary to Government to the several Collectors 
dated i,3d June !807 you should not have retained Bank notes to so 
large an amount in your Treasury but should have forwarded them 
in the prescribed manner to the General Treasury whenever they had 
accumulated to the value of 5000 Rs. To these orders you are in future 
required particularly to attend, and you will, the Board desire, every 
15 days remit the Bank notes in your Treasury, to the General Treasury 
whatever may be the aggregate value. 

In submitting your report on the several points noticed in this 
letter you will be pleased (having of course previously called on the 
late Treasurer for whatever written explanation he has to offer to the 
several circumstances) to be careful that each fact is accurately and 
distinctly stated, so that, the Board may be enabled to determine how 
far there are grounds for ordering a criminal prosecution against Debee 
Persuad Sircar under the provisions of Regulations 2. 1813.* 


162. Mr. Oigby's letter to the Board re: the appointment of Shibnarain Roy 
(2 December, 1823.) 


1 have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 
14th January last, in which the Board questioned the fitness of my 
cting Khazanchee, Sheebnarain Roy, for his situation on account of 
his age (26 years) and his not having been before in the public service; 
and they expressed their opinion, that I should endeavour to select 
for that office a person of greater experience. 


Board of Revenue, Procgs. 12 August, 1823, No. 15. 


SELECTIONS FROM OFFICIAL LETTERS AND DOCUMENTS 



On this subject I can safely declare that I cannot find a person 
combining such qualifications for the situation of Treasurer; for 
although there are many natives to be found of greater age and ex- 
perienc, yet 1 have met no one who bears so unexceptionable a cha¬ 
racter as Sheebnarain Roy and who can produce so respectable a 
man as Rajeeblochun Roy the security of Sheebnarain Roy, who, in 
point of wealth and influence ranks next to the Rajah of this District. 

I can moreover certify, that during the period he has been acting as 
Khanzarichee of my office (now more than a year and four months) 
he has discharged his duty in a very satisfactory manner. 1 hope 
therefore that the Board will in consideration of the above circums¬ 
tances be pleased to confirm Sheebnarain Roy in the situation of Kha- 
zanchee and that he may continue to discharge his duty with zeal and 
integrity.* 

163. Board’s reply to the above letter. (9 December, 1823.) 

Sir, 

Trusting that you would not involve yourself in a responsibility 
so serious as would be that of recommending in the very urgent and 
strong terms of your letter of the 2nd Instant in favour of the nomination 
and appointment of Shibnarain Roy to be your Treasurer were he not 
entirely deserving of the very high character and qualification you 
describe him to possess—The Board direct me to state they are induced 
to authorize your confirming this Native officer in the office of 1 reasurer 
to your Collectorship. 

You yill lose no time in taking from Rajiblochun Roy and for¬ 
warding to this Board (retaining an authenticated copy for your office) 
a Security Bond executed and drawn up, as likewise conditioning in 
the prescribed manner to be responsible for the fidelity and honesty 
of the aforesaid Sheebnarain Roy.f 

164. Mr. Digby’s letter to th© Board of revenue Informing of the Burdwan 
Treasury embezzlement. (27 July, 1824). 

Sir, 

With extreme regret 1 beg leave to state for the information of 
the Board of Revenue that on the receipt of the Boards orders res¬ 
pecting their confirmation of my leave of absence I directed the 
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rniahs to prepare to make over charge to my successor on hearing 
this information the Treasurer not appearing at my office waited per¬ 
sonally on the Magistrate of this district in consequence of his having 
appropriated to his own temporary use the public money during the 
time I have been confined to- my room by most severe sickness and 
preferred a complaint against the Sheristadar of my office for Sicca 
Rupees 1,36,000 said to have been paid him from the public Treasury. 

The Magistrate sent his Nazir accompanied by some Peons to the 
Sheristadar requiring his appearance before him and the Sheristadar 
immediately attended on him and shewed a letter he has received 
from the Treasurers Father on the 25th Instant requesting that the sums 
which had been made use of by his son and Ramdhun Chatterjee 
without the Sheristadars knowledge might be refunded in the course 
of two months. After the Magistrate had perused the letter, he called 
on me personally and requested me to inspect the Treasure but 1 was 
compelled to decline that office in consequence of severe debility 
when the Magistrate proceeded as follows. 

fhe statement of the Balance of the Treasury dated 24th Instant 
delivered by the Treasurer to the Magistrate yesterday was S. Rs. 
1,60,593. 12, 8. 3. and the sums were counted before the Magistrate and 
amounted to S. Rs. 24,233. 4. which being deducted from the above- 
mentioned amount the difficiency in the Treasury was S. Rs. 1,36,360. 
8. 8. 3. due from the Treasury according to his own statement. The 
Magistrate again called on me and requested that the Treasurer should 
be delivered over to him agreeably to the existing Regulations res¬ 
pecting the Embezzlement of the Public money. 

The Proceedings held by me on the subject were that the Trea¬ 
surer should be immediately suspended from his situation and deli¬ 
vered over to the Magistrate. 

I will transmit to the Board a more detailed account as soon as 1 
am able to make the necessary investigation on the subject. 

1 further beg to request that the Board will be pleased to desire 
Mr. Armstrong to wait for 10 days that I may have the time to adopt 
the prescribed measures for the recovery of the amount embezzled by 
the Treasurer. 

A copy of the proceedings held by me on the subject is herewith 
transmitted.* 
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165. Board's letter to the Governor General in council reporting the above 
matter with suggestion of arrangements to be made for enquiring into it....(30 
July, 1824). 

On the 29th Instant it was Resolved that the following letter be 
addressed to the Governor General in Council. 


To 


Governor General in Council 
(No. 2267) 


My Lord, 

It is with unfeigned concern we submit to your Lordship a letter 
just received from the Collector of Burdwan reporting a deficiency 
in his Treasury of one Lac and Thirty six Thousand Rupees. 

2d. With reference to the very unsatisfactory tenor of Mr. 
Digbys letter to the obvious expediency of subjecting a case of this 
importance to the mast prompt and vigorous cause of proceeding as 
well as to the fullest and most complete enquiry by the agency of an 
able and experienced Judicial servant. We beg leave to recommend 
that the Superintendent and Remembrancer for Legal Affairs be specia¬ 
lly deputed as a Commissioner to enquire into the sum embezzled and 
to superintend and direct the Acting Collector Mr. Armstrong in the 
adoption of all measures calculated and to recover this embezzle¬ 
ment and to prevent any loss ultimately accruing to the Government. 

3d. We have ascertained Mr. Molony is willing to undertake 
this special duty and we have understood very little of any inconve¬ 
nience will be sustained by the Sudder Commissioner for his deputa¬ 
tion to Burdwan at present as the business of that office is in some 
degree interrupted by the prevailing sickness and will be shortly 
closed for the Native Holidays. 

4th We are besides induced to solicit your Lordships favourable 
consideration of this arrangement as it will obviate any necessity for 
revoking or altering the orders for Mr. Armstrong to officiate as 
Collector of Burdwan who otherwise might on such an occasion as 
the present be considered insufficient. 

Should your Lordship in Council entertain objections to Mir. 
Molonys Deputation on this duty we beg leave to propose that our 
Acting Deputy Secretary should be united with the Magistrate of the 
district in a commission to enquire into this embezzlement and to 
pursue all the necessary and active measures which this urgent 
occasion calls for. 
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Under this last arrangement if sanctioned it would of course be 
advisable that Mr. Wyatt should also officiate as Collector and that 
Mr. Armstrongs services on this duty should be dispensed with.* 

166. Governor General's reply to th© above Setter. (30 July, 1824). 

Gentlemen, 

! am directed by the Rt. Honble the Governor General in Council 
to acknowledge the receipt of your letter, dated the 29th Instant, with 
its Enclosure, reporting a deficiency in the Burdwan Treasury and 
proposing certain arrangements in consequence. 

2d. fhe Governor General in Council has received with much 
regret the information of this fresh instance of embezzlement, and, 
with your Board, considers the tenor of Mr. Digby’s letter to be very 
unsatisfactory, every allowance being made for the unfortunate state 
of his health. His Lordship in Council concurs therefore with you 
in thinking it very advisable that Mr. Molony should be deputed to 
Burdwan, for the purposes stated in the 2d paragraph of your letter, 
including of course the enquiry how far the embezzlement is to be 
attributed to misconduct on the part of the Collector. 

3d. From the tenor of Mr. Digby’s letter His Lordship in 
Council is led to apprehend that for a considerable period he 
omitted to attend his Cutcherry, and otherwise failed in the due dis¬ 
charge of his public duties. If the case be so, tho’ the cause- may 
have been ill health, he must be considered to have incurred a serious 
responsibility. For it is the obvious duty of every one incapacitated 
by bad health for the proper discharge of the functions of his office, 
to report the circumstances to your Board without delay. You will 
direct Mr. Digby to make over charge to Mr. Armstrong without any 
delay, if he shall not have already done so. 

4th. The necessary communication will be immediately made to 
Mr. Molony, and the Board will of course issue such instructions to 
Mr. Armstrong, as may secure for Mr. Molony every facility in the 
discharge of the duties, with which he is now to be charged, f 

167, Board’s letter to Mr. Digby asking to hand over charge of his office to 
Mr. Armstrong. (3 August, 1824). 

Ordered that the following letters be written to the Collector of 
Burdwan and J. Armstrong Esqre. 
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To Collector of Burdwan 
Sir, 

1 am directed by the Board of Revenue to acknowledge the 
receipt of your letter of the 27th Ultimo with its enclosure on the sub¬ 
ject of the difficiency which 1 had occurred in the Burdwan Treasury. 

2d. A communication having been made by the Board to Gov¬ 
ernment on the subject 1 ami directed to transmit to you a copy of 
the reply received from the Secretary to Government in the Territo¬ 
rial Department dated the 30th Ultimo and in obedience to the 
orders of the Governor General in Council contained in the 3d para¬ 
graph to desire if you have not already done so that you will make 
over charge of your office to Mr. Armstrong immediately on the 
receipt of their Dispatch or in the possible event of his not having yet 
arrived at Burdwan immediately on his reaching the station. 

3d. This letter and its enclosure are to be recorded among the 
Records of the Collectorship.* 

168. Board’s letter to Mr. Armstrong asking to take over charge from 
Mr. Digby. (3 August, 1824). 

Sir, 

Mr. Digby the Collector of Burdwan having reported to the 
Board of Revenue on the 27th Ultimo, that a deficiency of Sa. Rs. 
136,360. 8,8.3. had occurred in his Treasury 1 am directed by the 
Board to refer you particularly to Mr. Digby*s letter on the subject 
of the date above mentioned which you will find in his office and in 
obedience to the Orders of the Governor General in Council to desire 
that if you have not already proceeded to take charge of the Collector- 
ship, you will do so with the least possible delay and that immediately 
on your arrival at Burdwan you will receive charge of the Collector- 
ship from Mr. Digby. 

A copy of the instructions on the subject received from Govern¬ 
ment has been forwarded to Mr. Digby in a separate letter, and you 
will be pleased with reference to the 4th Paragraph of those Instruc¬ 
tions to afford every possible facility to Mr. Molony in the discharge 
of the Enquiry which has been entrusted to him.f 

189. Superintendent of Legal Affair’s letter to the Board of Revenue 
asking to be furnished with necessary papers &c. (3 August, 1824). 

Sir, 

To enable me to carry into effect the orders of Government 
directing me to proceed to Burdwan, and to investigate into the parti- 
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culars of the embezzlement of Treasure from the Collector’s Treasury 
at that station, I request that the Board will be good enough to fur¬ 
nish me with all the original correspondence in their office relative to 
the appointment of the Treasurer as well as the Security Bonds of his 
sureties. 

2. For the more complete performance of the duty now assigned 
to me, I beg further that Ramnarain the deputy Karkoon may be 
placed at my disposal, and allowed to proceed with me to Burdwan; 
also that the accountant may be directed to furnish Ramnarain with all 
periodical Treasury accounts furnished from the Collectorship of that 
district from the date on which the present Treasurer (who* I con¬ 
clude is suspended) was appointed, or first officiated as Treasurer. 

3- 1 request likewise to have from your office the Treasury cer¬ 

tificates furnished monthly under the Board’s Circular Orders by the 
Collector of Burdwan from the above date, and I beg that the whole 
of these papers may be forwarded to me and the orders issued to the 
Accountant immediately in order to enable me to quit the presidency 
for Burdwan on Friday next.* 

170. Board’s reply to the above letter. (3 August, 1824). 

Sir, 

1 am directed by the Board of Revenue to acknowledge the 
receipt of your Letter of this days date. 

2. I he original correspondence* which passed between the 
Board and Mr. Digby the Collector of Burdwan, regarding the appoint¬ 
ment of Shibnarain Roy to the situation of Treasurer of that Collector- 
ship is forwarded to you enclosed I am at the same time desired to 
transmit to you, for eventual reference, a Petition presented to the 
Board by Shunnuk Loll Tiwary regarding an alleged 

deficiency in the Burdwan Treasury in the past ^ ated tlie J une 

season together with the Reports and their enclosures ^ Une 

received from the Collector in reply to the Petition. The further 
Report promised in the last of these, two Letters does not appear ever 
to have reached the Board. 

3. The Security Bonds entered into by Shibnarain Roy were not 
forwarded by the Collector to this office. 

4. Instructions will be issued to Ramnarain Roy thro’ the 
Accountant to the Revenue Dept, to proceed to Burdwan to assist in 
the investigation committed to you, and the Accountant will be desir- 

* Board of Revenue, Procgs. 3 Aug. 1824, No. 34. 
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ed to furnish Ramnarain with the several Papers adverted to in the 
2d Paragraph of your Letter, 

5. The enclosed copy of a Letter from the Collector dated the 
27th Ultimo reporting the deficiency which had occurred in his T reasury 
and the Proceeding mentioned in it will shew you that Shibnarain 
Roy has been suspended from the situation of Treasurer. 

6. In reply to the last paragraph of your letter 1 am directed to 
state that the Collector of Burdwan has never been required to fur¬ 
nish monthly Tresury Certificates to the Board. The order to which 
you allude applied only to particular Districts.* 

171. Board’s letter to its Accountant giving instructions, (3 August, 

1824J. 

Ordered that the following letter be written to the Accountant 
Board of Revenue,— 

Sir, 

I am directed by the Board of Revenue to transmit to you the 
annexed extract from a Letter of this days date from the Supdt. & 
Remembrancer of Legal Affairs who has been appointed by Govern¬ 
ment to enquire into the circumstances attending the defalcation 
which has occurred in the Burdwan Treasury and to desire that you 
will instruct Ramnarain the deputy Karkoon to accompany Mr* Moiony 
to that station and furnish him with the Treasury accounts applied for 
in the extract. 

2. Shibnarain Roy was appointed to officiate as Treasurer at 
Burdwan on the dismissal of Davy Persaud Sircar under the Board s 
Orders of the 5th July 1822.J* 

172. Accountant’s letter to the Board submitting an estimate of the sum 
embezzled, with Board’s Order. (10 August, 1824). 

Gentlemen, 

I have the honor to submit for the orders of the Board, the 
Burdwan Estimate for August, in which it appears that an embezzle¬ 
ment to the amount of 1,36,360. 8. 8. 3. has occurred. 


(Sd) W. H. Oakes 
A R. D, 


Fort William, 

Accountant Generals 
office 

the 10th Aug. 1824. 

The Accountant to the Revenue Department having applied pri¬ 
vately to the Acting Secretary for the return of the Estimate men- 
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boned in the above letter the Acting Secretary reports that it has 
already been returned to him under the authority of the Board. 

The Board having already issued orders on the subject of the 
embezzlement no further orders are at present required.* 


173. Mr.Digby’s letter to the Board informing of his having handed over 
charge of office to Mr. Armstrong. (11 August, 1824). 


Sir, 

1 have the honor to report for the information of the Board of 
Revenue that 1 have this day delivered over charge of the Collector- 
ship to J. Armstrong Esquire together with the Balance of cash in 
the Treasury including Bank notes amounting to Sa. Rs. 26574. 13. 

1. 2. the Official Seal, the Records of the cutchery the camps equi¬ 
page attached to this office and the stampt Papers of the value of Sa. 
Rs. 42489.15. for which I herewith transmit his receipts,! 


174. Mr. Molony’s letter to the Magistrate of Burdwan re: the commit¬ 
ment of certain employees of the Burdwan Collectorship. (12 August, 1824 .) 

Sir, 


I have the honor to inform you that the Acting Collector of this 
district has this day in pursuance of my suggestion forwarded to your 
Court the following persons lately on the Collectors Establishment 
Petumber Chatterjea 
late head Writer 

Ramdhun Chatterjea Naib Khuzanchee 
Ramchunder Gungooley 
Acting Record Keeper 

2. 1 charge the above individuals with being active accomplices 
of Radapersaud and Sheebnarain Roy in the embezzlement of public 
Ireasure which now forms the subject of investigation before you. 

3. 1 have found the records of the Treasury, and indeed of every 
department of the Collectors office, in such a state as will preclude 
my being able to produce the necessary documents and witnesses in 
Court as early as I had hoped; I have not indeed yet received from 
the Acting Collector all the accounts which it will be necessary for 
me to examine, to trace at what period and by whom the embezzle¬ 
ment was effected and some very requisite documents are said not 
to be forthcoming; you may rely upon it, however, that I shall not 
lose a moment in bringing such evidence as is attainable before you; 
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m the mean time I request that the 3 individuals now charged may 
be held to Bail.* 


175. Mr. Molony’s first Repart to Government on the Burdwan em¬ 
bezzlement affair, (14 August, 1824). 

Sir, 

I have the honor to report for the information of the Rt. Honble 
the Governor General in Council that I arrived at this station on the 
morning of the 8th Instant for the purpose of holding the investigation 
ordered in your letter of the 30th Ultimo. 

Par. 2d. On Monday the 9th Instant I proceeded to the Collectors 
office in order to be present when Mr. Armstrong received charge I 
was led to this measure, from having early on that morning had, an 
opportunity of perusing the Petition which led to the discovery of 
the embezzlement, together with the Proceedings held by the 
Magistrate when that Petition was presented a perusal of these papers 
convinced me that considerable insight into the real state of things 
was to be gained by narrowly watching the conduct of every individual 
concerned during the operation of delivering, over charge of the office. 

Par. 3d. I ought however here to state the substance of the 
Petition which was presented to Mr. Hutchinson by Sheebnarain the 
Treasurer it is, that he is very young, now not more than 22 years of 
age, that about 2 years ago Radapersaud with whom (in consequence 
of a strict intimacy existing between their parents) he was acquainted, 
offered to make him Treasurer, at the same time representing that he 
could do whatsoever he pleased with Mr. Digby the Collector, that 
at first he Seebnarain objected to hold the situation on account of 
his youth, but his objection was over ruled and he was ultimately 
appointed notwithstanding that the Board of Revenue made great 
opposition to the nomination—after this he goes on to say that after 
he had received his PVirwannah of appointment he never was allowed 
to interfere with the Treasury that occasionally a key was given to 
him for forms sake, but he really possessed no means of access to 
the Treasure that Radapersaud who possessed the most complete in¬ 
fluence over Mr. Digby and was in fact Collector, took out what he 
pleased, abstracted all the Bank Notes as they were paid in, and thus 
formed a separate fund amounting to 1,36,000 Rupees, that things 
went on in this state for a long time, the Naib Ramdhun Chatterjea 
doing all the business and he Seebnarain signing whatever they told 
him to sign, at last 2 Lacs were ordered to be remitted to Moorsheda- 
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bad, but only 1 /i lac was forthcoming, Radhapersaud and his rela¬ 
tives Ramchund Gangooly and Govindpersaud Roy consulted and 
made every effort to get money from the ^emindars Mooktars and on 
4th or 5th Assin the halves of Bank Notes for 26500 were pawned 
and 14000 raised thereon, and that remittance was got off and in 
answer to a demand of 50,000 rupees sent for, from the Commercial 
Resident at Hurripal Radhapersaud made Mr. Digby write and say 
he had no money in deposit, that at last Mr. Digby got so ill as to 
ask for leave and as soon as the account of the Acting Collector’s 
coming was received, every exertion was made to get money and 
Radahpersaud said he would detain the Collector and all would yet 
go well—finding himself unable to raise money however he advised 
him (Sheebnarain) to abscond which he would not do, but has peti¬ 
tioned to this effect instead. 

Par. 4th. Such are Seebnarain’s accusations against Radhaper¬ 
saud, the latter denies in toto, states that he had nothing to do with 
Seebnarain, who is the person who has really embezzled the money, 
and that he never got him his appointment, which was made entirely 
by Mr. Digby, who persisted in it, and who thereby became res¬ 
ponsible for his conduct, that he Radhapersaud is neither head Sheris - 
tadar, or Treasurer and therefore not at all liable to be come upon 
for matters of this sort. 

Para. 5th. Whatever may be thought of Sheebnarain’s story no 
one can doubt that he is liable to be punished, even admitting it all to 
be true but I found on a perusal of the proceedings that had been held 
that altho’ there had been given before the Magistrate direct evidence 
as to the halves of Notes for 26500 Rs. having been pawned thro’ the 
Agency and direction of Radhapersaud, and Mr. Hutchinson had in¬ 
formed Mr. Digby of this, yet the latter gentleman persisted in holding 
up Radapersaud as an innocent, and deeply injured man and notwith¬ 
standing the many accusations against him, allowed him) at his own 
request, to resign his situation on the 31st ultimo and actually appoint¬ 
ed a dependant of Radapersauds to fill the vacancy; on the two 
preceding days it seems also that Mr. Digby had been making what 
he called an enquiry and taking evidence in regard to this embezzle¬ 
ment, on the nature of these proceedings I shall have to remark 
presently. 

Para. 6th. The state in which Mr, Armstrong and myself have 
found every department of this Collectorship and the circumstances 
under which the above named gentleman has taken charge of the 
office, have as I expected they would, afforded considerable informa- 
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tion as to the mode in which the Government Treasure has been 
made away with, and it is with a feeling of the deepest sorrow that 
1 find it a part of my duty to state to his Lordship in Council the 
following detail. 

Para. 7th. We found Mr. Digby labouring under a great degree of 
bodily suffering and extremely weak. The medical gentleman who 
attended him had previously stated to me, that he would not bear any 
great exertion; still he expressed an intention of being present when 
the 1 reasure was counted—the first process of course was to count 
again what had been counted by Mr. Hutchinson the Magistrate on 
the 26th ultimo. Here we found the amount in Bank Notes (including 
those of the Hindustan and Commercial Banks and forged ones) and in 
silver to be as Mr. Hutchinson had counted viz. 

Bank Notes...Rs. 6083 

Silver ... 9850-4- 

The copper pice had not been counted but there were' upwards of 200 
bags each said to contain 2000 pice and their estimated value was on 
the 26th July put down at 8300 Rupees making a total of 24,233. 4as. 
we found however that the amount value of the pice was larger than 
had been estimated. 

Para. 8th. I should however state that before we proceeded to 
ascertain that amount, and while the Bank Notes and silver were 
being counted several irregularities appeared in regard to the receipt 
of Notes fiom the Bank of Hindoostan and Commercial Bank as well 


as the forged Notes on these and on several other points no sort of 
explanation could be given. The Treasurer whose age does not to all 
appearance exceed 20 years, declared his utter ignorance, the Head 
Sheristadar on being called upon said he could not tell; he seemed 
a man, tho’ not far advanced in life, yet utterly ignorant of the com¬ 
monest parts of his duty. Mr. Digby himself seemed to have no idea 
of the nature of the explanations required, or that any thing was 
wrong, which it was requisite to set right. I have the most firm belief 
and so 1 am convinced has every person acquainted with him, that 
there is no man whose character is more free from dishonesty of 
every sort, and who has such an abhorrence of dishonorable conduct 
where he is aware of it: and with this firm impression on our minds 
His Lordship i n Council will readily imagine the distressing feelings 
with which Mr. Armstrong and myself discovered, that such a man 
had become the dupe of a deep and unprincipled band of Natives, 
who have succeeded in making him the unconscious instrument of 
enriching themselves at the public expence. 
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Para. 9th. Mr. Digby as i have above stated could explain 
nothing as far as related to the duties of his office, his understanding 
appeared completely imbecile, and all he could da was to refer us 
to “the papers’ \ and some one of the gang (generally the head 
writer) stood forward ready to answer that was asked. It was in 
every point of view useless to urge Mr. Digby for further and more 
specific explanation of the state of things, and even had there been 
a prospect of gaining any information, by so doing, the warning I had 
received from Mr. Coutter the Assistant Surgeon as to his state of 
health would have deterred me from persisting in such a course,— 
before the whole of the silver had been counted, Mr. Digby expressed 
a wish to retire as he felt exhausted. 

Para. IOth. In this stage of the business I thought it my duty to 
suggest to Mr. Armstrong the propriety of extreme caution— 
We got out a list of the Establishment and before proceeding farther 
considered it necessary to look to the different individuals who held 
the highest situations but particularly those entrusted with the receipt 
and disbursements of money, or the custody of stamps, and realization 
of other branches of Revenue,—we found the principal officers to be 
the following.— 

Ramdhun Chatterjea Naeb 1 reasurer x x I exclude the Treasurer 
an old servant dependant of the Treasurer’s ^Radhapersaud^oywho had 
father. resigned. 

Koonjbeharree Roy the head Seristadar, whom I have described 
above and who is I understand an old dependant of Rammohun Roy 
the father of Radapersaud. 

Lolla Mudden Gopaul the 2d Seristadar vice Radapersaud, and 
a dependant of his. 

Govindpersaud Roy Abkaree Darogah, a cousin of Radaper- 
sauds. 

Ramchunder Gangooly also a near relation of Radapersaud 
Plead Record Keeper a boy of about 18 or 19 years of age apparently. 

Ramhurree Mitter Stamp Darogah formerly an officer of the 
Collectorship but previous to his appointment to be Stamp Darogah 
he had been in the service of Rammohun Roy. 

Para. 11th. From the above statement Government will observe 
that every important post in the office was filled by some one con¬ 
nected with the family of Radapersaud, and that the Treasure, 
stamps, opium and records were completely under their command. 

Para. 12th. 1 immediately went to Mr, Digby and requested that 
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ie would make over to me the Security Bonds of the Treasurer, the 
Stamp Darogah arid Abkaree Tuhseeldar; that of the Treasurer he 
produced at once, and 1 find it to be only a Malzamine no security 
for his personal appearance having been taken; the Security Bonds 
however of the Stamp Darogah and Abkaree Tuhseeldar could not 
be found without a reference to Radhapersaud Roy, who being called 
referred us to his cousin Ramchund Gangooley from whose hands 
1 received them. 

Para. 13th. Mr. Armstrong next proceeded to take an account of 
the copper pice it would have taken 3 or 4 days to count them singly, 
and as they were nearly all new coins the mode we adopted was to 
count out 2000 first, we then got 2 new bags of equal weight put the 
2000 into one and weighed all the rest in the other bag the result gave 
in value 450Rs. 9as. lOgs. more than had been estimated at Mr. 
Hutchinsons inspection of the 26th. Ultimo. 


* Balance as per accts. 
of the Treasury. 

160593. 12. 8. 3. 
counted by Mr. Hut¬ 
chinson viz . 

Bank Notes— 6083. 
Silver— 9850. 4. 

Pice estimated— 

8300. 

T o7F~“ 24233. 4 . 

Deficient— 

136360. 8. 8. 3. 


Para. 14th. Upon looking over the seah 
account however it was discovered that in the 
credits entered on the 22d July there had been 
an error of 1000 Rs. made (whether purposely 
or not does not yet appear) in the addition—- 
instead therefore of the statement of the 
Balance and deficiency contained in Mr. Digby’s 
first report to the Board and which 1 note in the 
margin* the following is the correct account on 
the 26th July viz.— 


Balance as per Treasury accts 

... 1,61,593. 

12. 

8. 

3. 


Counted 




Bank Notes 

6083. 




Silver 

9850. 

4. 



Copper 

8750. 

9. 

10. 


Total in hand 

... 24683. 

13. 

10. 


Deficient 

... 135909. 

14. 

18. 

3. 

Total as per account ... 

... 161593. 

12. 

8. 

3. 


Para. 15th. 1 call the above the correct statement, but it is only 

to be taken as correct as far as the figures go, for of the 24683. 13. 
10. found in the Treasury there are to the value of 800 Rs. in forged 
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notes 19 bad rupees 


* Deficiency as above 
... 136909. 14. 18. 3. 

Forged Notes and Base 
coins ... ... 853. 

Short weight on Moor- 
shedabad remittance ... 

617. 12 

Wrongfully charged to 
Daby Sircar ... 411. 2 

138791. 12. 18. 3. 


Para. 16th. On 
merits subsequent to 
head Mr. Armstrong 


and to the value of 34 Rs. short weight making 
853 Rupees under these items to be demanded 
from the Treasurer as well as 617 Rs. 12 as. as 
short weight on a remittance of 2 lacs to Moor- 
shedabad and 411 Rs. 2 as. which had prior to 
the 24th July were carried to account as embezzl¬ 
ed by the former Treasurer Deby persaud Sircar 
but without any* fair reason that I have yet been 
able to discover total demandable from Sheeb- 
narain Roy. 

examining the accounts of receipts and disburse- 
the 26 July they all appeared correct, under this 
took charge of 


Bank Notes 
Silver 


Total Rs. 


1678 

53. 14. I. 2. 
1731. 14. 1 2. 


Para. 17: We next examined the Department of Stamps Mr. 
Armstrong counted every paper and found the supply in store to 
agree with the statements given in by the Darogah, but upon demand¬ 
ing his accounts he said they were not complete for that he had paid 
the sum of Rs. 5186. 5.10. produce of sales into the Treasury but was 
not allowed credit by Seebnarain the seah accounts on being examined 
shewed no such credit and as he had no receipt i directed Mr. 
Armstrong to refuse him credit for it and to demand it as well as 
any additional sum which should prove due on an examination of his 
accounts and in the event of his refusal to pay to suspend and make 
him over to the Judge as a revenue defaulter to be confined in the 
Civil Jail. 

1 ara. 18. Next in order came the Abkaree Tuhseeldar. The sum 
demandable from him for Assar according to his Towjee was 4451. 

3. 5 . of which he had realised as per account 
* The outstanding delivered in, Rs. 3124. 11.5. and of this he paid 

collections to be made * , A . i n 

are separate they m at once to Mr. Armstrong m cash Rs. 1227. 

amount to 1355. 2- 5. 2. 5. leaving a Balance* of collection, of 1987. 

12. 5. which he said he had paid to the Treasurer 

but as we found no trace of it on referring to the 

seah accounts we proceeded against him as in 

the case of the iStainp Daiogah. 

Para. 19. As connected with this branch I must also state that we 


and of course the 
whole of these accounts 
must be subjected to a 
comparison with the 
jVlofusi! ones. 





SELECTIONS FROM OFFICIAL LETTERS AND DOCUMENTS 


& 


took an account of the opium the Tuhseeldar gave his account which 
shewed as follows— 

Mds. S. 

Balance on 30th June ..4 2 — 23 

Deduct for envelopes & wastage ... 1 — 37 

Sold in July ... ... — ,4 _ 


Balance in hand ... ... 22 seers 

and on weighing what was in store we found (without accurately 
scraping the chest it was in which might have given from one fourth 
to half a seer more) 28 seers, the deduction for wastage and envelopes 
seems to me to be very large, but 1 could not at the time lay my hand 
on any record in the office to enable me to form an accurate Judg¬ 
ment on the point and the envelopes had been destroyed, I suspect 
however that the account is not a fair one, not only because we 
*They shewed 6 seers found 4 seers more than the accounts* shewed, 
Accounted ? & Tor b ut because in the Treasury acccounts sent 

ha/viing been ^turned m0 nthly to the Presidency I observe that they 

from the Mofusil . , . 

venders. have only entered as opium in store I md. seers 

instead of 2 mds. 23 seers and upon my insisting 
on the rough copy of that account in English 
being produced by the head writer I found that in it the amount of 2 
mds. 23 seers had been written but the first figure 2 was afterwards 
altered to 1 thereby leaving an inference that they intended to em¬ 
bezzle I maund—-under the uncertainty however of what is a fair 
deduction for wastage and envelopes 1 cannot say how much if indeed 
any thing is to be considered as deficient under this branch of the 
Abkaree Department. 

Para. 20. I shall here recapitulate what sums are to be recovered 
under the detail 1 have above given.— 

First deficiency reported on 26 July 
Mistaken in adding up the credit | 
in seah of 2nd July 
Short on remittance to Moorshedabad 
Wrongly credited to the old Treasurer 
By price of stamps unaccounted for 
By Deficient on Abkaree collections 
By loss on forged Notes and base 
coin in the sum accounted 24 July ) 


1,36,360. 8 . 8 . 3 
1000 


617. 

411. 

5186. 

1987. 

853 


12 

2 

5. 

12 . 


10 

5, 


Toal Sicca Rupees 
From which deduct surplus capper 


1,46,416. 8 . 3. 3. 
... 450. 9. 10. 


1,45,965. 14. 13. 3. 


Total to be recovered 
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ct to 

- jr w w*ct* BC u umy remains ro oe stated that the 

of the English department is in the utmost state of confusion 


all the letter books and Indexes for months not brought up and the 
native records in such a state of chaos that it will be a long time before 
they can be put to right again, besides which the Collectors signature 
is not affixed to the English account shewing the receipts disburse¬ 
ments and balance of each day and which it is usual to sign daily 
when the Treasury is short, since the 23d August of last year. 

f ara. 22. I trust the detail which 1 have above given will satisfy 
his Lordship in Council.— 

First rhat the office of the Burdwan Collectorship stands in need 
of the most thorough reformation. 

Secondly—That the most prompt and vigorous measures are 


necessary to recover the sums embezzled and to bring to justice the 
parties by whom this disorganization has been brought about. 

1 ara. 23. It will I am sure be readily admitted that Mr. Armstrong 
and myself have had to discharge a most painful and distressing duty, 
we have endeavoured to perform it with fairness to every person con¬ 
cerned and 1 trust with a proper consideration for the interests of 
Government we therefore hope that we may with confidence antici¬ 
pate the support of the Revenue Board and of Government-in the 
measures we have adopted for the purposes of recovering the amount 
embezzled, punishing the delinquents and bringing the office into 
some state of order. 

Para. 24. Mr. Armstrong having examined every thing, finally 
took charge and granted the usual receipts to Mr. Digby on the 
evening of the 11th Instant and on the following morning in pursuance 
of my suggestions made the following arrangements. 

Para. 25. Ramdhun Chatterjea, Ramchunder Gangooley, and 
Pittumber Chatterjea were suspended from their situations and for¬ 
warded to the Magistrate charged with being active accomplices in 
the embezzlement of the Public Treasure with Seebnarain Roy and 
Radapersaud Roy who were already before the Criminal Court on 


Koonjbeharee Roy the head Sheristadar and Lolla Mudden 
Gopaul the acting 2d Seristadar were, the former suspended both on 
the ground of his connection with Rammohun Roy and his total in¬ 
capacity and the latter removed (being only officiating) as being 
connected with the delinquents, 
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Stamp Darogah and Abkaree Tuhseeldar have likewise been 
removed both on account of their default and as connexions of 
Rammohun Roy. 

Para. 26. Mr. Armstrong has not yet I regret to say been able to 
find a proper person as Treasurer, in he unsettled state in which 
matters are at present no body likes to stand forward and I do not 
wonder at it for greater confusion 1 suppose never existed. At present 
therefore Mr. Armstrong keeps the key himself; of a morning on 
going to cutcherry he opens the Treasury and takes out a small sum 
to answer demands and an old Mohurer who has been in the office 
many years superintends the daily receipts and disbursements which 
go on in view of the guard and at night the balance left is locked 
up by Mr. Armstrong who will of course report to the Board when 
he can find a fit man to be made Treasurer, 

Para. 27. I have before adverted to certain Proceedings which 
were held at the Collector s office after the Treasurer had given his 
petition to Mr, Hutchinson if other evidence were required a perusal 
of these proceedings alone would be enough to satisfy any person 
that altho’ they were held in Mr. Digbys presence (that is while he 
lay in a state of exhaustion and debility on his bed) still they were 
entirely regulated by Radapersaud Roy the whole scope and tendency 
of every question and answer, aiming, not to elucidate the details 
of an embezzlement but to exonerate Radapersaud, to shew that he 
did not frequent the Treasury, and that in consequence the whole 
blame of the embezzlement must fall on Seebnarain Roy not one 
witness is sworn on the Ganges water or Koran, but all of whatever 
cast or degree are admitted on Hullufnameh, and the manner in which 
the whole matter has been got up shewing at once the design in 
view. 

Para. 28. With regard to the opposite assertions of Seebnarain 
Roy and Radapersaud Roy my belief as to the real case, is that Rada¬ 
persaud having established (and he most unquestionably possess it to 
the present moment) a complete ascendancy over Mr. Digbys official 
opinions, when a new Treasurer was required sought out one of his 
own friends to share what he could make Rajiblochun Roy a man 
of some landed property was chosen, he went security and his son 
then only about 18 or 19 years of age, if so much was made the 
nominal Treasurer and Ramdhun the Naib an older hand shrewd and 
of some experience was sent to work the machine—as long as matters 
went on smoothly each made his profit and they were friends, but 
when the sudden demand for money for the Moorshedabad remittance 
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—and^ the commercial assignments as well as the coming of a new 
Collector rendered it impossible longer to conceal the true state of 
things, Ramdhun advised the Boy who had been committed to his 
charge to save himself by accusing Radapersaud—the earnestness with 
which the appointment of Seebnarain to be Treasurer was urged in 
opposition to the repeated objections raised by the Board of Revenue 
in a correspondence which lasted from 3d September 1822 to 9th 
December 1823 shews that some one had a very strong interest in 
getting the point carried, and the fact that the original drafts of the 

* dated 3rd Sept. 1823 first* letter to the Board is not to be found in 

* dated 26th Dec. 1822 the office and that the Draft of the 2d* letter is 

neither in Mr. Digbys own hand writing or in 
that of any of, the established writers of the office, none of whom can 
tell whose hand it is lead strongly to the inference that Mr. Digby had 
been led in this as in other case. 

Para. 29. Another instance of this appears in the case of Deb- 
narain Bose the former head Seristadar who was dismissed from his 
situation evidently by a combination formed against him by Rada- 
persaud Roy and his adherents, Debnarain had been 35 years an 
officer on the Collectors Establishment was intimately acquainted with 
all its details and was considered by Mr. Elliot the former Collector 
(whose efficient - discharge of his duty was calculated to render his 
Judgment pretty accurate) as not only the most useful man on the 
Establishment but also as the most upright native he had met with, 
this man at the head of the office interfered with the views of Rada¬ 
persaud and his adherents and his ruin was consequently determined 
on it—is rather remarkable however that nothing was made good 
which tended to affect his honesty, and his final dismissal is recorded 
on the proceedings of the Board of Revenue to be grounded on the 
circumstances of the Collectors having declared he would place no 
confidence in him, and the Board felt unwillingly to force upon a 
Collector a man in such a responsible situation whom he had declared 
he could not trust. 

Para. 30. The notoriety of the Cabal by which this man lost his 
situation, his former services as a Government officer, the excellent 
character he bears among all classes of the natives, and my own 
knowledge of his experience and fitness in Revenue matters, added 
to the circumstance that Mr. Armstrong never having charge of a 
Collectorship, would find considerable difficulty in setting matters to 
right with a new person unacquainted with the office at the head of the 
native department, have induced me to consider Debnarain Bhose 
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person to be placed in the situation of Head Seristadar, 
and Mr. Armstrong fully concurring with me in opinion had nomina¬ 
ted him to officiate, and will of course report to the Board upon 
this and the other appointments he has made. 

Para. 31. It would not be understood by what 1 have said to 
question the justness of the orders passed by the Revenue Board on 
Debnarain Bhose s dismissal—I am aware that when a Collector deli¬ 
berately asserts that he can place no confidence in his Head native 
officer, it would be difficult for the Board to act otherwise than they 
did on the other hand the dismissal of an old officer who has main¬ 
tained an honest character for 35 years under every charge of Col¬ 
lectors on the sole ground above stated, may perhaps be considered 
very doubtful policy, as tending to affect the respectability of our 
native establishments, and 1 trust that the circumstances which have 
now corpe to light will induce the Board of Revenue to restore Deb¬ 
narain Bhose to the situation which he formerly held. 

Para. 32d. There are a number of the inferior officers whom, 
as being relatives or dependants of Radapersaud and Seebnarain 
Roy it will probably be necessary to remove, this however Mr. 
Armstrong can do a little more at his leisure the chief delinquents 
having been removed the others are at present placed under suffi ¬ 
cient control to prevent their doing harm. 

Para. 33d. 1 now come to the subject of realizing the deficiency. 

I have already stated the measures which I have directed Mr. Arm¬ 
strong to take in regard to the Abkaree and Stamp department. In 
regard to the, sum due from the Treasurer I beg to state that Mr. 
Digby had before 1 reached the station issued an attachment against 
his real and personal property which was specifically pledged in the 
Malzaminee bond. This attachment has been sent to be served in 
Zillah Hoogly, and before I take any further measures, I am wait¬ 
ing the return of the officer sent to carry it into execution. I have 
been further induced to postpone taking any immediate steps in this 
matter by having heard that the surety who is the Treasurers father, 
had actually raised a great part of the money, and was about to pay 
it into the General Treasury at all events as his real property is pled¬ 
ged as per schedule annexed to the Bond all alienation of it will be 
invalid and therefore 1 consider the realization of the deficiency as cer¬ 
tain. 

Para. 34. Four individuals have been made over to the Magis¬ 
trate besides the Treasurer—his conviction is certain his youth has 
excited much commisseration as he is considered to have been led 




MiNisr^ 



Into the scrape by Radapersaud, this however does not afid cannot 
weigh with me as a prosecutor on the part of Government. It is my 
duty to have him convicted and the Court may if they deem fit re¬ 
commend his being pardoned afterwards. 

Para. 35. From detached portions of evidence, which I hope 
a patient examination of the accounts (irregular and mutilated as they 
are) will enable me to connect and bring into Court with effect.—I 
have great hopes that the other four delinquents will be convicted 
of such an active participation in the embezzlement as will make them 
punishable for aggravated fraud under the Mahomedan Law—It is 
fit however that 1 should inform Government that the Treasury records 
which have been made over to me are in a very imperfect state, the 
Omlah declare that there was no register of Bank Notes kept, and 
the Rokher behi one of the most important in the series of Treasury 
accounts is not forthcoming—J propose however to go into a very 
minute examination of what 1 have been able to get as the greater 
part of the embezzlement appears to have been effected by abstract¬ 
ing Bank Notes from the I reasury 1 think I may be able to supply 
from other sources what is wanting, to trace numbers and amount, in 
the Collector s Records. In these cases a good train of documentary 
evidence is of the first importance in as much as when produced it 
forces the truth' from a witness connected with it who would other¬ 
wise hesitate to say what he knew to be true when its validity rested 
solely on his own assertion. 

Para. 36. At all events his Lordship in Council may rely on it 
that no exertion on my part shall be spared in getting if possible com¬ 
pletely at the Bottom of this case. 

Burdwan ) I have &ca 

14th Aug. 1824. t I s ® f ■ Molony 

) bupt. & Remembrancer 

P. S. Since writing the above 1 have the honor to state that a 
great quantity of papers in a defaced and illegible state have been 
discovered in two tanks near to Radapersauds house they had been 
sunk in a bundle apparently with bricks, and having been many 
hours in the water before they were discovered, little or nothing can 
be made of them at all events at present; I picked out from the mass 
however some detached portions of papers in Mr. Digby’s handwrit¬ 
ing, part of the draft of an official letter regarding stamps and the form 
of Dawk chelan immediately the thing was discovered Mr. Hutchin¬ 
son proceeded to the spot accompanied by myself and his native 
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rcumstances under which the 
were recorded on the criminal proceedings. * 


!7<5. Collector of Burdwan’s letter to the Board forwarding copy of Colony’s 
above report, (16 August, 1824). 

Sir, 

! have the honor to forward for the information of the Board of 
Revenue the accompanying copy of a report addressed to Mr. Secretary 
Mackenzie by Mr. Molony on the subject of the late embezzlement 
which has taken place in the Treasury bf this Collectorship. 

P. 2d. The forwarding of this report will bring to the early notice 
of the Board the confused state in which 1 found every department of 
this office, as well as the necessity which existed for my taking charge 
with the utmost precaution. In consequence of the extreme debility 
under which Mr. Digby laboured I at once saw the hopelessness of 
gaining from him any essential information 1 therefore scrutinized 
every department with the most jealous observation and on the evening 
of the third day’s examination granted the usual receipts. 

P. 3d. During the prolonged operation of taking charge I had not 
only an opportunity of acquiring an insight into the character and 
conduct of the principal Omlah, but also Beaming pretty accurately 
the individuals who were more or less concerned in the aggravated 
fraud on the public property, this knowledge led me to a ready concur¬ 
rence in Mr. Molonys suggestions as specified in the 25th Paragraph 
of his report being thoroughly convinced that the enormity of the case 
called for the immediate adoption of the most decided, vigorous and 
prompt measures. Consequently the three following native officers 
were made over to the Magistrate charged with being active accom¬ 
plices in the embezzlement of the public Treasury—Ramdhun 
Chatterjea, Naib Khazanchee, an able intelligent servant of the Trea¬ 
surer, but a coadjutor of Radapersaud Roy; Ram Chunder Gangooly 
Record Keeper and a near relation and dependant of the latter; 
together with Petumber Chatterjea head writer evidently an accomplice 
and participator in the late fraudulent transactions. 

P. 4. Koonjbiharee Roy the head Seristadar was dismissed on the 
same day, on the grounds of his being utterly incapable of performing 
the duties of his situation and certifying in open court his unacquain¬ 
tance with all the Documents in the sherishta and with all orders that 
had been passed by the Collector, thus registering his own incapacity 
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and being besides a connexion of the family of Radapersaud Roy. 
The Naib Sheristadar was removed having only been nominated to the 
situation in room of Radapersaud who had resigned on the 30th Ultimo. 

P. 5. To these two vacancies I have nominated Debnarain Bose 
as head Sheristadar and Mirza Hyder Allee as Naib, being two men 
not connected by any tie whatsoever, the former as having been 
public servant in the Collectors office for the space of 35 years, bear¬ 
ing an excellent character possessing every requisite that is desirable in 
a native public servant and recommended to me most strenuously by 
Mr. Molony—The Roobacaree in which the Board sanctioned his 
removal states that their approval was given on ground of Mr. Digby’s 
want of confidence in him. The latter Mirza Hyder Allee 1 nominated 
upon my personal knowledge of his excellent character having 
been Sheristadar of the Court to which 1 was register at Tirhoot, 
where he remained until the office was done away with? on the 
plea of a second register being no longer necessary, as a separate 
Judge and Magistrate had been appointed for the performance of 
the duties of the above Zillah in addition to his claim he had 
previously been 10 years a Moonshee of the College of Fort William 
and on the reduction of the Establishment 1821 obtained from the 
College Council a certificate testifying his acquirements and the 
Councils approbation of his uniform good conduct-—these reasons 
will I trust satisfy the Board that in selecting these men for their res¬ 
pective duties 1 have had only in view the benefit of the public 
service and will 1 hope induce them to confirm Debnarain Bose 
and Mirza Hyder Alice in their present situations. 

P.6. In adverting to the latter part of the 25 th Paragraph of Mr. 
Molony’s report I beg to state that I consider it my duty under the 
circumstances which I have taken charge to make over all such 
defaulters to the jurisdiction of the Civil Court. The Abkaree 
Tuhseeldar after the examination of his accounts was desired to 
make up the deficiency and upon his refusing so to do he was sent 
to the Dewanee Jail as directed by the Regulations. The Stamp 
Darogah has been placed under the Nazir of my office and shall 
be proceeded against in a similar manner on completion of his 
accounts in case he refuses to make good the deficiency—both 
mention that they paid the respective sums to the Treasurer but as 
they possess no receipts and an entry of the sums is not made 
in the Seah 1 of course must recover the money from them, 
when they will be at liberty to prosecute the Treasurer after he 
has satisfied the Government claims. 
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P. 7. As yet 1 have not been able to procure a Treasurer 
and I apprehend much difficulty in selecting a fit and proper 
person for so responsible a situation at present f attend myself 
to the receipts and disbursements retaining in my own possession the 
keys of the Treasury 1 shall report for the information and orders of 
the Board as this and other vacancies are filled up. 

P. 8. The English as well as the Persian and Bengallee records 
are in a most confused state and 1 fear that many letters from the 
Board are missing and as no copies have been taken of the letters 
dispatched from this office I cannot distinguish what letters have 
or have not been answered. I therefore beg you will with the 
least practicable delay forward me the numbers and dates of those 
letters to which you have not as yet received any reply.* 

177. Mr. Molony's letter to the Magistrate of Burdwan forwarding a memo¬ 
randum re: Radapersaud’s Case. (17 August, 1824). 

Sir, 

As connected with the case of Radapersaud Roy I have the honor 
to forward a memorandum containing the numbers and amount 
value of several Bank Notes which were paid into your Treasury 
on account of that Individual when he purchased the estate of Lot 
Needheepore at the Registers sale in May [823. 

The Notes were paid in by Muddhoo Soodun Chowdry whose 
signature you will observe is affixed to the memorandum* which 
I request may be filed on the record of the case; and as I have 
strong ground to believe that these Bank notes form a part of the 
sum which has been embezzled from the Collector's Ireasury, 1 
request that Muddoosoodun may be immediately examined on oath 
as to whom he received the Notes from, and generally, as to the 
fact of whether or not they were abstracted from the Government 
Treasury.! 


178« Governor General in Council's reply to Mr. Molony’s above report. 
(20 August, 1824). 

Sir, 

I am directed by the Governor General in Council to acknow- 
ledge the receipt of your letter, dated the 14th Instant, and to inform 
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that your proceeding on the occasion are entirely approved, and 
that the several arrangements suggested to Mr. Armstrong appear to 
be judicious and proper. His Lordship in Council is happy to learn 
that, there is so good a prospect of realizing from the Treasurer’s surety 
the amount embezzled. You and the acting Collector will of course 
continue to use every exertion to secure its entire recovery and the 
punishment of the guilty parties. 

2. As to Mr. Digby (who still of course must stand responsible 
for the amount deficient)His Lordship in Council postpones passing 
any further orders, until he shall receive the report which it will of 
course be the duty of the Board of Revenue to submit, at as early a 
period as practicable, after such communication with the Acting 
Collector, the Revenue Accountant, and Mr. Digby himself as they 
may deem it necessary or proper to hold. 

3. llie following points appear especially to require explana¬ 
tion from) Mr, Digby, and the Board will accordingly be desired speci¬ 
fically to call upon that gentleman to submit an explanation on the 
subject of them. 

First. How he came to appoint and continue in office the 
Treasurer and Sheristadar, if so inefficient as is stated. 

Secondly. Flow he came to allow a single family, to occupy 
almost every situation of trust and importance, and particularly on 
what grounds he urged the dismissal of the late Sheristadar 
Debnarain. 

Thirdly. How it happened that, the Accounts and records were 
kept in so imperfect and confused a condition, and left so little 
protected. 

Fourthly, How it happened that the Notes of private Banks, 
and forged Notes were received into the Treasury. 

Fifthly. Whether Mr. Digby ever examined his treasure, and 
how often and when he last examined it. 

Sixthly. If, as would appear, he was in the habit of doing busi¬ 
ness otherwise than in his public Cutcherry, how he thought himself 
justified in doing so, and particularly if he ever held a public sale 
otherwise than at his office. 

Seventhly. How often in the course of the past year, he failed 
to attend his Cutcherry on days open for the transaction of public 
business, and when he last attended his office antecedently to his 
recent application for leave of absence. 

Eighthly. How he justified to himself the proceeding adverted 
to in the 5th and 27th paragraphs of your letter viz. the directing or 
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examination conducted by Radapersaud, while he 
his bed and his accepting the resignation of that 


179. Government Secretary’s letter to the Board of Revenue forwarding copy 
of the above reply. (20 August, 1824). 

Sir, 

I am directed by the Governor General in Council to transmit to 
you, for the information and guidance of the Board, the accompanying 
copy of a letter, this day addressed to the Superintendent and 
Remembrancer of legal affairs in reply to a report, of which it is 
understood a copy has been already furnished to the Board. 

2. The Board will of course lose no time in completing the further 
enquiries which it belongs to them to prosecute. 

3, You are requested to inform the Board that, Mr. Molony has 
been authorized and directed to conduct in person the prosecutions, 
which he may judge it necessary to institute against the Treasurer 
and other Native officers of the Burdwan Collectors Establishment, 
who appear to have been concerned in the embezzlement of the 
public money.f 


l8o. Board’s reply to the Offg, Collector of Burdwan’s letter res Burdwan 
affairs. (20 August, 1824). 

Sir, 

I am directed by the Board of Revenue to acknowledge the 
receipt of your letter of the 11th Instant reporting that you had re¬ 
ceived charge of the Collectorship of Burdwan from, Mr. Digby, and 
stating that the Balance of cash in the Treasury including Bank Notes 
amounted to Sa. Rs. 26574. 13. 1.2. 

2d. In this sum, it appears that you include Notes of the Com¬ 
mercial Bank to the extent of 100 Rupees and of the Hindoostanee 
Bank to the extent of 509 Rupees also forged Bank Notes, tho it does 
not appear of what Bank valued by you at 800 Rupees. 

3d. By an Advertisement published under the authority of 
Government in the Calcutta Gazette of the 18th 
June 1807 the Collectors of Land Revenue and 
others were authorized “to receive the Notes of the Bank of Calcutta 


dated 17th June 


* Board of Revenue, Procgs. 31 August, 1824, No. 33- 
t Board of Revenue, Procgs. 31 August, 1824, No. 32. 
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now the: Bank of Bengal in payment of the Revenue and of all other 
f ublic Demands. No such authority has however ever been granted 
for the receipt of any other description of Bank Notes. The tender of 
scuh other description therefore was clearly illegal and the Collector 
was wholly unjustified in receiving into his Treasury the Notes of either 
the Bank of Hindoostan or of the Commercial Bank. 


4th. Under the peculiar circumstances of the case the Board 
will not object to the course you have pursued in including the Notes 
a u ed to in yout Receipt but they desire if you can ascertain from 
whom these notes were received that they be returned to the parties, 
and that they be required to mate good the amount in paper money 
otherwise that the late Treasurer be held responsible for any charge 
which may be incurred in exchanging the Notes for Sicca Rupees or 
Notes of the Bank of Bengal. 


5th. The more regular plan however would have been for you 
to exclude the Private Notes altogether from the Balance in the Trea¬ 
sury and to retain them in Deposit as an asset of the Treasurer until 
the amount of them might be realized. 


6th. With regard to the Forged Notes the Board do not under¬ 
stand on which principle you have valued them at 800 Rupees. If 
the Notes are wholly forged they can be of no value at all, if on the 
other hand they have been partly altered and a larger sum substituted 
m the body of them, then the sum for which they were, originally 
issued, of course the Bank will only receive them as equal in value to 
the sum last adverted to. 


7th. It cannot moreover be necessary to state to you that a 
forged Note is not a legal Tender—The Board accordingly desire that 
you will jf possible immediately require the persons from, whom they 
were received to make good the amount and in the event of your not 
being able from the unfortunately confused state of the Records of 
your offce to obtain this information, that the amount of the Notes, 
deducting in the event of the Notes having been only partially altered 
the original sum for which they were issued be recovered from the 
late Treasurer and his sureties. 

8th. 1 his last order of course only applies if the Notes have 
been issued by the Bank of Bengal. If they are Notes of a Private 
Bank the Treasurer and his sureties must in the event of your being 
unable to trace who paid them, into the Treasury, be held responsible 
for the full amount for which they were received. 
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9th. I he Forged Notes however ought also to have been exclud¬ 
ed from the Balance in the Treasury and retained in deposit until 

the amount for which they were received might be adjusted. 

10th. lire Board accordingly desire that you will forward to 

them a full report on this subject with as little delay as possible 

consistently with due enquiry. 

11th. In taking charge of the Collectorship you appear to have 
overlooked the orders circular of the Board of the dates noted in the 

19 February, 1819. margin. You will accordingly be pleased 

H July <& 13 Oct. 1820. tQ f orwarc J to the Board the Receipts and 

Reports required by these orders.* 


181. Acting Sub-Treasurer’s letter to the Beard Informing of his having 
received payment of one iac of rupees a/c Rajiblochun Roy. (24 August, 1824). 

Sir, 

In answer to your Letter of the 23d Instant 1 have the honor to 
inform you that the sum of Sa- Rs. One Lack has this day been 
received into the General Treasury, from Ramkishn Sumoohdar 
Mokhtar of Rajeeb Lochun Roy marafut Dwarkanath Thakoor stated 
to be on account of Rajeeb Lochun Roy security for Sheeb Narain 
Roy, Late Treasurer of the Burdwan Collectorship, and in part of 
the amount for which Rajib Lochun Roy s Lands have been attached, 
in consequence of the late Deficiency in the Burdwan Treasury. 

In Bank Notes.. .1,00,000f 


182, Board’s letter to the Collector of Burdwan informing of the above 
payment, (24 August, 1824). 

Ordered that the following letter be written to the Collector of 
Burdwan. 


To 

Collector of Burdwan 
Sir, 

I am directed by the Board of Revenue to transmit to you the 
annexed copy of a Letter addressed by me on the 23d instant 
to the Sub Treasurer and of a letter from that officer of yesterdays 


* Board of Revenue, Procgs. 20 August, 1824, No. 15. 
t Board of Revenue, Procgs. 24 August, 1824, No. 54. 
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to my address regarding the payment into the General Treasury 
of the sum of One Lac of Sa. Rupees stated to be in part of the 
deficiency in the Burdwan I reasury for which the Lands of Rajib 
Lochun Roy have been attached.* 
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183. Govt. Secretary's letter to the Board of Revenue forwarding copy of 
their letter to Mr. Digby. With encto. (27 August, 1824). 

Sir, 

With reference to the communication made to the Board on the 
20th instant, I am directed by the Governor General in Council to 
transmit to you for their information, the subjoined copy of a letter 
addressed to Mr. Digby on the present date, in reply to an application 
from him for leave of absence to enable him to proceed to the Cape 
of Good Hope.f 

Enolos 

To 

J. Digby Esqre., 

Collector of Burdwan at Calcutta. 

Sir, 

1 am directed by the Governor General in Council to acknowledge 

the receipt of your letter dated the 22nd Instant and to return to you 

the Medical Certificate which accompanied it, that the same may be 
countersigned by a Member of the Medical Board. 

2. I am further instructed to inform you that, before leave of 
absence is granted, it will be necessary that you should furnish security 
for the payment of any part of the deficit in the Burdwan Treasury, 
which may not be made good by the Treasurer or his surety. 

3. His Lordship in Council would also desire to receive before 
your departure, the explanations for which the Board of Revenue has 
been directed to call upon you. 

I am &ca. 

(Sd.) H. Mackenzie 

Secy, to the Govt. 

(A true copy) 

(Sd.) H. Mackenzie 

Secy, to the Govt. 

' Boarcl of Revenue, Procga. 24 August, 1824, No. 55. 
t Board of Revenue, Procga. 31 August, 1824, No. 34. 


Council Chamber 
1 he 27th August, 1824 
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184. Offg. Collector of Burdwan’s letter to the Board re: durkhaust of 
Thakoordoss Huttee (30 August, 1824) 

Sir, 

1 have the honor to forward for the information and orders of the 
Board the accompanying copy of a Durkhaust of Takoordoss Hattee 
and beg to state that I have gone through the whole of the investig¬ 
ation and find that the Petitioner was not present during any stage 
of the trial. The charges of bribery and extortion are of a very 
serious nature nor was the trial conducted with the circumspection 
necessary in so important a case.* 


185. Board’s letter to Mr. Digby asking for explanation on several points In 
Mr. Mofony s report on the Burdwan embezzlement affair. (31 August, 1824). 

Ordered that the following letter be written to the Collector of 
Burdwan. 

Sir, 

I am directed by the Board of Revenue to transmit to you the 
accompanying extract from a report submitted by Mr. Molony to 
Government of his investigation into the circumstances connected with 
the late defalcation in the Burdwan Treasury, and to request that 
you will forward to the Board, at as early a period as you conveniently 
can, a full explanation on the several points noticed below. 

2. Previously, however to stating the particular points on which 
your more immediate explanation is required, the Board cannot avoid 
expressing their deep regret at the circumstance stated by Mr. Molony 
of the disorder prevailing apparently in every Department of your 
office, and their hope that you will be able to afford such answers to 
the questions hereafter detailed, as will at all events in some degree 
exonerate you from the heavy charge of total inattention of your 
duties as Collector which must otherwise in the instances alluded to 
attach to your official character. 

3. For the sake of more ready reference the Board will, as far as 
possible, advert to the matters under discussion in the order in which 
they appear in Mr. Molony’'s Report. 

4. It will be in your recollection that a Petition was presented 
to the Board by Shannuk Loll Tewary regarding, among other things, 
an alleged and very considerable defalcation in your Treasury in 
the past year, when the Board required a particular explanation of the 
allegations stated in the Petition. In reply to these orders you 
forwarded to the Board two reports the one dated the 7th and the 


* Board of Revenue, Procgs. 24 September, 1824, No, 44 
48 



other 13th June 1823 in which you distinctly declared that you had 
personally ascertained that there was no deficiency in your Treasury. 
I he further special Report, however, promised in your letters, does 
not appear ever to have been received, and the Board cannot but 
regret that you should have been so neglectful both of their orders 
and of your own official reputation as to refrain from prosecuting to 
the utmost an enquiry into so serious a matter, and which if done 
with energy and effect might have been the means of preventing the 
late embezzlement 

5. From the circumstances stated in the petition now presented 
by Shibnarain Roy the late Treasurer, there is some reason to 
Paragraph 3. apprehend, that the circumstances alleged by Tewaree 
were not wholly without foundation, and that a long 
concerted plan of fraud and embezzlement may have been practised 
by your Umlah. The defalcation recently investigated into appears 
at all event9 to have existed long before the time it was reported 
by you to the Board, and it is difficult to understand, if your watch¬ 
fulness and suspicions were not in the first instance awakened by 
the Petition before alluded to how you could remain undisturbed 
by the delay which the Board understand actually did occur (and 
which you must have been aware ought not to have occurred) in the 
despatch of the .remittance which the Revenue Accountant ordered 
you to make to Moorshedabad. 

6. It is now distinctly stated that this extraordinary delay was 
occasioned by the embezzlement which had been committed, and it is 
your duty to explain to the Board the whole circumstances of the 
case, the proceedings held by you on the occasion, and the measures 
you in consequence adopted. 

7. Seebnarain Roy, your late Treasurer, has endeavoured to 
excuse himself from all responsibility by declaring that he was not 
allowed to interfere in the duties of his office, and it appears from 
Mr, Molony’s report, that Seebnarain no less from his youth than from 
his inexperience was wholly unfit to be entrusted with the superinten¬ 
dence and management of the Treasury; it is, therefore, the Board 
consider proper in this place to notice the circumstances which preced¬ 
ed SeebnarahTs appointment. 

8. Your first recommendation of Seebnarain Roy (viz. that he was 
modest and gentlemanly in his appearance and manners) was such as 

Consultation 20th could never be received by the Board as any proof 
Stpt. I82^ ? No. 5 & 6 Q f j^ s £ tnegs to k e y 0ur Treasurer, and, in stating 
to you this circumstance, the Board took occasion to impress on you 
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the necessity for special enquiry into the requisite qualifications of 
the Individual proposed for so responsible a situation. 

9. On your replying to these Orders, on the 26th December follow¬ 
ing, the Board again pointed out to you the inexpediency of appoint¬ 
ing 90 young and inexperienced an officer, and 
they strongly recommended to you to endeavour 
to select for the situation a person better qualified 
by age and previous service than Seebnarain 
seemed to be “to undertake and satisfactorily to fulfil the trust which 
it involved/' 

10* The appointment however was again pressed by you on the 

Board, and the Board consider it 
essential to quote in the margin* 


Sheebnarain Roy 
was at this time 
stated by Collector 
to be 25 yrs. of age. 


* Ori this subject I can safely declare 
that I cannot find a person combining 
such qualifications for the situation of 
Treasurer. For altho there are many 
natives to be found of greater age and 
experience yet I have met none who 
bears so unexceptionable a character as 
Sheebnarain Roy and who can produce 
so respectable a man as Rajib Lochun 
Roy the security of Sheebnarain Roy 
who in point of wealth and influence ranks 
next to the Rajah of this District. I can 
moreover certify that during the period 
he has been acting as Khaganchee of my 
office (now more than a year and four 
months) he has discharged his duty in a 
very satisfactory manner I hope therefore 
that the Board in consideration of the 
above circumstances will be pleased to 
confirm Shibnarain Roy in the situation 
of Khaganchee and that he may continue 
to discharge his duty with zeal and 
integrity. 


an extract from your letter to them 
on the occasion. 

11. In that letter you stated 
that it was impossible to find any 
other person combining such quali¬ 
fications for the situation of Trea¬ 
surer and that during the period 
he, Sheebnarain, had been acting 
as Treasurer of your office he had 
discharged his duties in a very 
satisfactory manner. It is difficult 
to reconcile these statements with 
the account now given both by 


Mr. Molony and by Sheebnarain himself. Mr. Molony describes 
Sheebnarain to look like a boy of 20 years of age, Sheebnarain 
declares that his age is only 22 years. Mr. Molony states that 
Sheebnarain declared his “Utter ignorance” on points referred 
for his explanation, and from the Petition of the Individual himself 
he it appears, declined on account his youth, and consequent 
inexperience as it may be presumed, to hqld the appointment. 
Further Sheebnarain declares that since the appointment did take 
place, he has never been allowed to interfere in the Treasury, and that 
Radahpersaud in fact (whom Sheebnarain Roy accuses of having 
made away with the amount deficient) kept the whole controul and 
management of the Treasury Department, which was only nominally 
in his, Sheebnarain’s, hands. 

12 The appointment of Sheebnarain was ultimately consented to 
by the Board only in consequence of your strong, repeated, and urg- 
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ent recommendations. The responsibility of the recommendation must 
consequently rest with you, and you will, therefore, be pleased to 
submit to me, for the Board s consideration, whatever explanation you 
may have to offer in extenuation of your selection and recommen¬ 
dation of Sheebnarain, and at the same time you will distinctly state 

See para. 28 of by whom the Draft of the letter to the Board of 
Mr. Molony 3 letter. fc j ie g5th December 1822 was written* The Board 
hope this draft was not prepared by Radapersaud or any of his family. 
If it was so prepared, the circumstance must tend to confirm what at 
present may be justly inferred, that Radapersaud procured the 
appointment of Seebnarain with the view of having the Treasury un¬ 
der his controul and direction. 

13. It would also appear from the 10th Paragraph of Mr. Molony *s 
report, that all the principal situations in your Collectorship were held 
by Relations or dependants of the family of Radapersaud the son of 
Rammohun Roy. This state of things cannot, on any proper princi¬ 
ple, be considered otherwise than very reprehensible. The Board, 
accordingly, desire, that jmu will submit whatever you have to urge in 
justification of your having allowed a single family to hold almost 
every situation of trust and importance in your office. 

14. The Sheristadar, moreover, appears equally with the Treasurer 
to have been perfectly inefficient. It is likewise, therefore, requisite, 
you should state how you reconciled it to yourself to appoint a person 
to this high trust apparently so unequal to perform its duties. 

15- It will be necessary also that you should explain how you 
justified to yourself the proceeding adverted to in the 5th and 27th 
paragraphs of Mr, Molony’s report viz. directing or sanctioning Rada- 
persaud's taking examinations whilst you lay on your bed in the state 
described by Mr. Molony, and your accepting the resignation of Rada¬ 
persaud against whom such serious charges had been preferred, 
p ^ Further how it happened that Notes of Private 

Banks and forged Bengal Bank Notes were 
received into your Treasury. 

How it happened that the amount of Pice in your Treasury was 
Para 7 & H larger than that stated it is presumed in your 

accounts, and more than that stated to the Judge 
[when he took charge of the Treasure. 

Why security was not taken from your Treasurer in the manner 
specially desired by the Board in their orders of 
the 9th December 1823, and why the security Bond 
you did take was not forwarded to the Board as then specially directed. 


Para. 12. 






M'Nisr^ 



■LECTIONS FROM OFFICIAL LETTERS AND DOCUMENTS 381 


16. The circumstances of the error of 1000 Rupees in the amount 
credits entered on the 22nd July as noticed in this paragraph, of 
the large amount of short weight Rupees in the remittance to 
Moorshedabad, and of the sun of Rupees 411 
Para ‘ ,4 ' and 2 as., which had prior to the 24th July 

been carried to account as embezzled by the former Treasurer you 

will also consider to require from you a full explanation. 

You will state, likewise, whether you from time to time examined 
your Treasure, and if so, how often you performed this essential 
part of your duty also when you last examined it. 

From these paragraphs it would seem a very inefficient check 
was kept over the Stamp, Abkaree, and Opium 
Para. 17 & 19. Departments of your office. You are consequ¬ 

ently requested to explain what measures you adopted to secure 
as far as possible accuracy in the accounts, and otherwise a faithful 
and regular discharge of the duties belonging to these Departments. 

19. You will explain how it happened, that the accounts and 
Paras. 21 & 35. records of your office were kept in the imperfect 

and confused condition here adverted to, and you 
Postcript will not fail to refer particularly to the circums¬ 
tance of a bundle of them having been sunk in a tank near Rada- 
persaud’s house. The circumstance of the daily Treasury Account 
not having been signed by you since the 23d August 1823 and of your 
not having kept any Register of Bank Notes, requires also your parti¬ 
cular explanation. , 

20. At present the Boad have only further to desire, that you 

will state what plea you have to urge for transacting your public 
business otherwise than in your public Cutcherry, and particularly for 


conducting sales in your own private house. 

Whether more sales than the one which took place on the 24th 
July last were conducted in this illegal manner, and if so how many, 

and on what dates they were held. 

How often during the course of the past year you failed to attend 
your Cutcherry on days open for the transaction of public business, 
and on what date you last attended your office antecedently to your 
recent application for leave of absence- 

21. 1 am directed to add that if you should be desirous to refer 
to any papers in the Board’s office to enable you to reply to this 

Despatch, they will be allowed you on your calling there on any day 

that may be convenient to yourself-* 

* Board of Revenue, Procgs. 31 August, 1824, No. 34A. 
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Board's letter to the Judge at Burdwan re: Govindpersaud Roy's 
plaint. <31 August, 1824). 

The Acting Secretary lays before the Board a plaint received un¬ 
accompanied by any communication in English from the Judge at 
Burdwan. 

Ordered that the following letter be addressed to the Judge at 
Burdwan. 

To Judge at Burdwan 
(No* 3341) 

Sir, 

1 am directed by the Board of Revenue to acknowledge the receipt 
from you of a Plaint filed in your Court by Govind Persaud Roy late 
Abkarry Darogah of the Burdwan Collectorship and to acquaint you 
that a copy of the Plaint has been forwarded to the Acting Collector 
for his report. On receipt of the Collector’s reply the Board will 
determine in regard to the defence or otherwise of the suit as required 
by Regulation 11 of 1814 sec. III. 

2d. 1 am desired to add that the plaint was un¬ 

accompanied by any communication in English from you.* 

187 Boards letter to the Offg. Collector of Burdwan re: Govindpersaud 
Roy's plaint. (31 August, 1824). 

Ordered that the following letter be written to the Officiating 
Collector of Burdwan. 

To Offg. Collector of Burdwan. 

(No. 3340) 

Sir, 

1 am directed by the Board of Revenue to transmit to you 
the accompanying copy of a plaint filed in the Zillah Court of 
Burdwan by Govind Persaud Roy late Abkaree Darogah of your 
District, and to desire you will furnish a report in English of all the 
circumstances of the case, together with a copy in Persian of 
the reply which you would propose to be made to the Plaint. 

2. On a consideration of these papers you will be furnished with 
instructions regarding the mode of proceeding which may be deemed 
proper to adopt, f 

* Board of Revenue. Procgs. 31 August, 1824. No. 41 

t Board of Revenue, Procgs. 31 August, 1824, No. 42 
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188. Offg. Collector of Burdwan’s ietter to the Board forwarding copy of 
the proceedings held by him. (4 September, 1824). 

Sir, 

In continuation of my letter under date 31st ultimo I have 
the honor to forward herewith for the information of the Board 
a Copy of the proceedings held by me in the presence of Mr. 
Molony on the Agent of Rajiblochun Roy paying into this Treasury 
the sum of Sicca Rupees 2,431. 4. 10 in full of all demands as yet 
proved against him as surety for the late Treasurer. 

P. 2d. From a perusal of the Roobacaree the Board will see 
the line I have adopted with respect to the private Bank Notes 
500 being returned in lieu of money realized on a forged Bank 
Note to that amount and the remaining one hundred and nine 
Rupees in private Notes has this day been given in exchange 
for their value in Sicca Rupees. The remaining three one hundred 
Rupee forged Notes shall be paid to the surety. 

P. 3d. The surety Bond of Rajib lochun Roy I have retained in 
my possession on the grounds of there being still some more sums 
demandable from the Treasurer; as in the years 1822, 23 and 24 
several servants of this Office died and many were dismissed: 
but the vacancies were not filled for some time. The Monthly 
allowances of those situations whilst they remained vacant should 
have been brought to the credit of Government but in no one ins¬ 
tance have such sums been accounted for—the mode of keeping 
the accounts in this office is as follows. The monthly allowance 
for the whole establishment is entered as being paid out but in 
case of vacancies occuring as above detailed the money is re¬ 
entered under the head “refund.In addition to this some of the 
Omlah have petitioned me for their salaries for past Months which 
they state they have not received, but as no regular receipt Book 
has been kept I have called upon the late Treasurer for an ex¬ 
planation : and if he cannot produce receipts he must make good 
the demands of these individuals. 

P. 4th. On having learnt the circumstances as particularized 
in the above Paragraph I immediately made them known to Mr. 
Molony in order that he might take such steps as he deemed 
necessary for recovering the amount. 1 have no doubt but the claims 
of the Omlah will be adjusted without delay and the money 
due to Government on account of the said vacancies will be readily 
refunded by the surety of Seebnarain Roy.* 

* Board of Revenue, Procgs. 24 September, 1824, No. 42 
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Offg. Collector of Burdwan’s letter to the Board re: Bu ref wan affairs. 

(7 September, 1824), 

Sir, 

I have the honor to forward herewith for* the information and 
orders of the Board a Copy of a Roobucarree in which Mr. 
Digby has cancelled a balance of Sicca Rupees I5.J3.10. arising 
from the licences of venders of spirituous liquors for the Month 
of September and October of last year this appears to have been 
done on the soouries representing the losses they had sustained in 
consequence of the inundation. 

2d. When examining the accounts of the abkarree department 1 
found the above sum for the said Months noted as cancelled but 
on referring to the Native and English records I could not find 
any orders of the Board sanctioning Mr. Digby’s proceedings and 
without such orders 1 am unable to recognize the balance in 
question as annulled. 

3d. In prosecuting my enquiries the late abkarree Tuhseeldar 
Gobindprusad Roy had in conjunction with Seetanauth a Mohurrer in 
that department summoned the assamees to their private residence 
and notwithstanding the orders that had been passed by the 
Collector enforced full payment from some and part from others of the 
balance due .without granting the usual receipts and appropriated to 
themselves the money thus realized. 

4th. The above circumstance has been clearly detailed in a course 
of evidence that I have taken and confirmed by the deposition of 
witnesses as likewise a shameless mode of extortion practised by the 
said abkarree Tuhseeldar in the open face of day. It appears that on 
every Pottah granted by the Collector this Govindprusad Roy received 
from the sooury, five* four or three rupees according to the amount of 
the licence—he established a regular and fixed selamee on each 
Pottah—1 am inclined to believe that this imposition did not originate 
with him and that his predecessors had been in the habit of extorting 
money in a similar manner but certainly with much more caution and 
on a smaller scale. 

5th. In 6th Paragraph of my letter to your address under elate 16th 
Ultimo 1 stated for the Board’s information that the abkarree Tuhseeh 
dar had been sent to the Dewanny Jail on his refusing to make good 
the deficiency therein specified. The charges now under consideration 
are of a criminal nature consequently I have requested the Magistrate 
to summon him from the Dewannee Jail and put him on his trial in the 
Foujdarree Court: the result of which will, I have little doubt, be his 
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conviction for corruption and extortion of a very aggravated nature— 
at the same time I made Mr- Molony acquainted with these circums¬ 
tances. 


P. 6. 1 beg to call the particular attention of the Board to the 3d 

paragraph of this letter and request to be honored with their direction, 
as to what steps are to be taken by me with respect to the balance 
therein specified. The sureties and venders depose to their having 
paid the licences for the two Months but not one has received a 
proper receipt, they are therefore responsible for the arrears in case 
the Board do not sanction the proceedings of Mr. Digby who cancelled 
them. 

7. 1 have not offered any remarks on the grounds which induced 

Mr. Digby to adopt this line of conduct as from the confused state of 
the office it is impossible for me to ascertain whether the fullest infor¬ 
mation may not have been before the Board and orders passed there¬ 
on from the tenor of the Roobukarry it is to be presumed that a report 
was forwarded but no traces are to be found. The only letters which 
at all touch upon the subject are those of the dates noted in the 
Margin one from Mr. Digby and the reply from 
the Board calling for a particular report on the 
effects of the inundation this correspondence 
however transpired previous to the Roobucarree 


Mr. Digby’s letter 
dated 1st October 
1823 

Board’s reply 6th 
October 1823. 


above alluded to. 

7th. On discovering the selamee system as detailed in the 4th 
paragraph 1 made very minute enquiries and satisfied myself that no 
vender had procured a licence without first paying the bribe or 
engaging to do so, thus, every annah that was paid to the Fuhseeldar 
was in fact depriving Government of a portion of their revenue for 
it is clear to demonstration that venders and manufacturers being 
obliged to pay such an exorbitant douceur could not do so without a 
corresponding deduction had been made in the rate of license—1 have 
issued Ishtehars directing all those requiring licences to come to me 
direct with their petitions in case they should meet with any obstacle 
or delay from the abkarree Omlah in consequence of their not feeing 
them at the same time to continue paying the usual premium which 
shall be retained as a deposit until I have received the orders of 
the Board on the subject who if they deem it advisable direct the 
money to be returned to those who have paid it in. 

8th. It appears to me that it would be more equitable and advan¬ 
tageous in the end, for the Board to authorize me to return the amount 
of the premiums that may accumulate between this period and the time 
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I may be forvored with the orders of the Board—but on the renewal 
and granting of licences the Collector should be very particular and 
minute in his enquiries touching the proper and fair rate demandable 
from venders and manufacturers of spirituous liquors—Licences are 
not much in demand at present the little that does exist arises for the 
increased consumption of spirits during the holidays.* 

190. Mr. Digby’s letter to the Board asking to be supplied with copies of 
certain papers. (7 September, 1824). 

Sir, 

In the last paragraph of your letter of the 31st. August 1824 receiv¬ 
ed yesterday evening, the Board kindly offer to allow me any papers 
to which I may wish to refer, to enable me to reply to their queries if 1 
will call there any day that may suit my convenience. 

2ndly. I am unfortunately strictly prohibited by my Medical 
Attendant William Russell Esquire M. D. from ever going out of my 
house in the day time, being still in a state of extreme debility and 
moreover the petition to which 1 wish at present to refer is written 
in Persian by a man fictitiously calling himself Jhinickloll Tewarry 
consequently 1 am induced to request that the Board \vill be pleased 
to allow me a copy of the petition as well as of their orders 
thereon. 

3rd. The Board of Revenue will 1 trust further oblige by furnishing 
me with copies of my reports on the same subject dated 7th and 13th 
June 1823 as alluded to in the 4th paragraph of your letter ; and also 
copies of their replies to those reports. 

4, In consideration of the scarcity of copyists of which you com** 
plain I send an English Writer to execute your orders.f 

191. Board’s reply to the above letter. (8 September, is24). 

Sir, 

I am directed by the Board of Revenue to acknowledge the receipt 
of your letter of yesterdays date and to forward to you a copy of the 
correspondence mentioned in the 3rd paragraph of it. The Petition 
of Jhinickloll fewarry has been forwarded to Mr. Molony at Burdwan 
and there is no copy of it in this office.t 

* Board of Revenue. Procgs. 24 September, 1824, No. 46 

t Board of Revenue, Procgs. 10 Sept. 1824, No 11. 

t Board of Revenue> Procgs. 10 Sept* 1824, No 12. 
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the following letter be written to the Superintendent 


To Superintendent of Legal Affairs. 
(No. 3410) 


Sir, 

I am directed by the Board of Revenue to request that you will 
return to me with as little delay as possible the Petition of Jhinickloll 
Tewarry which was transmitted to you with my Letter of the 3rd. 
Ultimo.* 

The 10th Sept., 1824. 


192. Offg. Collector of Burdwan's letter to the Board forwarding copy of 
Mr. Molony’s letter. (10 September, 1824). 

Sir, 

1 have the honor to forward herewith for the information of the 
Board the annexed copy of a letter from Mr. Molony of this day's 
date and 1 have the pleasure to add that the money has been received 
in this Treasury and the surety Bond returned to the mukhtor.f 

Enolo. 

To 

James Armstrong Esqr. 

Acting Collector of 

Burdwan. 

Sir, 

The Bearer Kishen Kaunth Buttarcharge who is mokhtor of Rajib 
lochun Roy the surety of the late treasurer will deliver to you the sum 
of 839.15.6.3 which is all that I can trace to be now due from the 
Treasurer, 

I have the honor to enclose the surety Bond executed by Rajib 
lochun Roy and as soon as you have received the money 1 request you 
will return the Bond to the mokhtor taking his receipt for the same, 
and giving him also a receipt for the money now paid in, he is also 
anxious to have a copy of the persian statement detailing the items of 
the amount now paid in, which 1 shall be obliged by your also deli¬ 
vering to him. 

1 have &ca. 

Burdwan (Signed) E. Molony 

10th September 1824 Supdt. & Remr. 

(True Copy) L. A. 

(Signed) J. Armstrong 
Offg. Collr. 

* Board of Revenue, Procgs. 10 Sept. 1824, No 13. 
t Board of Revenue, Procgs. 19 Oct. 1824, No. 12 
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193. Mr. Molony’s Supplementary report to Government on the Burdwan 
embezzlement affair. (10 September, 1824). 

Sir, 

In continuation of my letter of the 31st ultimo I have now the 
honor to report for the information of the Right Honorable the 
Governor General in Council that the remainder of the amount 
demandable from the late Treasurer of this Collectorship and his 
surety has been liquidated, in my last letter I stated the balance 
then due to be 2,431. 4. 10 but since then I have ascertained a further 
sum of 839. 15. 6. 3. (as explained in the statement A annexed to 
this report) to be demandable making a total of Sicca Rupees 3271. 
3. 16.3. which has been liquidated by Rajibloehun Roy the father 
and surety of Sheebnarain and as upon a very careful examination 
of the Treasury accounts I cannot discover that anything farther is 
recoverable from him 1 have at this request delivered up to him the 
surety Bond executed by him. 

2d. 1 request however to report that the Balances due from 

**?987 U ^ tamp Dar °g a]hl * and Abkaree* Teshildar as report¬ 

ed in the 17th and 18th Paragraphs of my letter 
of the 14th August have not been recovered; and 
altho’ both of the above named persons are now under confinement 
in the Civil- Jail I fear that the balances will not easily be realised 
the Abkaxee Tehseeldar indeed has filed a Petition of Plaint contest¬ 
ing the demand on the ground that he had paid the amount required 
from him to the Treasury Podars that he did so is possible as I shall 
explain when I come to speak of the occurrences which took place 
when money was ordered to be sent to Moorshedabad but the 
Podars khatas are not official Treasury documents and Government 
cannot I apprehend look to their Treasurer for what is not entered 
in his seah unless the payer can shew his receipt in which in 
this instance the Abkaree Tehseeldar cannot do I think therefore 
that he must be referred to the Podars to settle the matter and that 
Government may safely defend the action he has brought more 
especially as I shall be able to shew that a gross imposition was 
put upon Mr. Digby in regard to the person who became security 
for the Tehseeldar and who was represented to that gentleman 
as a man of property altho* merely a common Mohurer on 12 Rs. 
a month and not possessed as we now find of 20 Rupees worth of 
property. 

3d. Against the same man charges have been preferred by 
Mr. Armstrong in concurrence with my opinion as to his guilt for 
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embezzlement. It seems that on the 13th April last Mr. Digby upon 
representations made to him held a proceeding in which he intimates 
an intention of recommending that the balances for September and 
October due from several Abkars should be remitted on the ground 
that they had suffered severe losses by the inundation, whether Mr. 
Digby ever reported this proceeding to the Board, or that authority 
sanctioned it, we cannot trace from the records .of the office, but be 
this as it may, Govind Persaud Roy the Tehseeldar collected all the 
balances from the Abkars and did not carry them to the credit of 
Government. 

4th, The Stamp Darogah has not as yet intimated any intention 
of seeing the Collector to contest the balance, but I rather think he 
will do so, for in support of his assertion that he paid the money to the 
Podars he has produced a Perwannah addressed to him by Mr. Digby 
on the 15th January 1823 and which commences by reciting that the 
former Stamp Darogah was in the habit of retaining in his hands 
the sums paid in by the mofussil venders till the end of each month 
instead of paying it into the Treasury as it was paid in to him and 
that this being improper he (Ramhurree Mitter) is directed, as the 
money comes in to pay it to the Treasury Podars, who are to enter it 
into their books (which are quite distinct from the seah and are not 
official Treasury documents) and give him receipts, and at the end 
of the month he is to see that the several sums are credited in the 
Government Books as usual. 

5th. It may, I think, very well be questioned how far Mr. Digby 
was authorized to issue such a Perwannah without the special sanc¬ 
tion of the Board of Revenue. But even admitting that Government 
will be bound by such a Perwannah in an action in Court, still it 
cannot exonerate Ramhurree Mitter from being responsible for he 
was not called on for the balance till the 9th of August before which 
he was, under the terms of the Perwannah, bound to have seen 
that the sum had been carried to credit in the regular seah account, 
and the seah accounts from the date of the Perwannah to June 1824 
show that he was in the habit of having sums regularly carried to credit 
in the middle and even in the early parts of each month 1 consider 
therefore that any action he may bring can be successfully defended, 

6th. A considerable degree of confusion still prevails in the 
accounts of the mofussil venders. It will be easily perceived on a 

0 reference to the long intervals* which elapsed 

See Statement A. . , , , . , , r , . 

after many had absented themselves from their 

stations, before others were appointed not only that much inconveni- 
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must have been felt by community but that the accounts must 
have got into great confusion~-On Mr. Armstrongs taking charge 
several of the venders then employed absconded, leaving their 
accounts unadjusted and scarcely any of their sureties are responsible 
people. It will take a considerable deal of time and trouble adjust 
the accounts of this Department, but I do not dispair of seeing it 
accomplished, and I have much pleasure in bearing my testimony 
to the steady and persevering zeal with which Mr. Armstrong has 
entered upon these accounts as well as on an active enquiry into 
many other points, which the very detailed examination l was 
obliged to enter into of the Treasury accounts rendered it impossible 
for me to undertake myself. 

7th. Having thus stated what has been done to try and secure 
Government from ultimate loss on this occasion I shall now proceed 


to explain. 

First. The facilities which were afforded for embezzling the public 
money by the implicit confidence which Mr. Digby placed in Radha- 
persaud Roy and his relations who engrossed all the most important 
situations on the establishment. 

Secondly. The mode in which the embezzlement was effected, 
and the occurrences which brought the whole to light. 

Thirdly. The proceedings which have been taken against the delin¬ 
quents in the Criminal Court. 

8th. In my former report 1 noticed an assertion which had been 
made in the Petition of the late Treasurer Sheebnarain Roy, that altho’ 
Mr. Digby was nominally Collector yet Radhapersaud Roy was in 
reality the person who directed all the proceedings in the office, and 
1 at the same time stated from my own observation that Mr. Digby’s 
official conduct appeared entirely to be influenced by that individual 1 
sincerely wish that 1 could state from the investigation 1 have since 
gone into and the proceedings before the Magistrate that the conclu¬ 
sions 1 then came to were erroneous 1 request however to add that 
the result of my enquiries and the criminal proceedings as far as they 
have gone, only tend to shew that the real part which Mr. Digby has 
taken for several months in the business of this Collectorship extends 
no further (except in a few instances of an unimportant nature) than 
merely affixing his name to papers which were presented to him by 
Radhapersaud who in fact exercised the real authority of the office in 
Mr. Digby’s name. 

9th. This man tho’ holding the comparatively low and irrespon¬ 
sible situation of 2d Seristadar has for the last two years been address- 
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ed as Mr. Digby’s Dewan, and looked to as the most important person¬ 
age in the office by all ranks of people in this District and even beyond 
it among the Treasury Papers I find a letter from a Mr. Burton (who is 
I am informed employed by Messrs. Alexander & Co. as an overseer 
at the coal mines at Raneegunge which is in the District of Jungle 
Mehals and about 60 miles from this station addressed to Mr. Digby 
requesting that he would cash some bank notes for him and directed 
on the cover Ci To John Digby Esquire Collector of Burdwan* and on 
a different part of the cover 4 ‘to be opened by Radapersaud Roy 
Dewan of Mr. Digby f \ 

1 Oth. It is in evidence on oath before the Magistrate that Mr. Digby 
only went in person to examine his Treasury once within the last 13 
months. The occasion on which he did examine it was in June 1823, 
in consequence of a Petition which had been presented to the Revenue 
Board and which had been transmitted to Mr. Digby for report the 
witnesses being questioned as to the mode in which the balance of the 
Treasury was ascertained deposed that Mr. Digby came attended by 
Radhapersaud and sat in a room adjoining the one in which the 
Treasure is kept, that then a Bundle of Bank note was brought (many 
of them cut in halves) and counted over to Mr. Digby by Pelumber 
Chatterjea the head Writer and Radapersaud, that after this Mr. Digby 
went to the door of the room where the silver and copper was* and 
counted in a hurried manner the bags in which Rupees were said to be, 
and took down the number which they told him was in each bag, but 
that none of the bags were opened or the money therein counted so 
that they might have been filled with copper pice instead of Rupees. 

11th. This evidence would seem in some degree to be corrobo¬ 
rated by a perusal of the letter and its enclosure* which Mr. Digby 
forwarded to the Board on that occasion and a 
copy of which l have the honor to enclose; the 
loose manner in which the “memorandum of 
the cash balance * is drawn up shews that it 
could not have been made out from any accurate 
examination, otherwise the error of valuing 23 notes of 250 Rupees 
each 5,500 Rupees instead of 5,750 Rupees could not well have been 
committed, altho* indeed it seems to have been overlooked when 
the papers came under consideration at the Board of Revenue, which 
I can only account for by that authority having postponed passing 
final orders on the subject until the report promised in the postcript 
of Mr. Digby’s letter should be furnished, but which it seems was 
never made. 


* Marked B The 
original is filed in the 
Faujdaree record it 
being in the hand 
writing of Petumber 
Chatterjea. 
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12th. Several witnesses have deposed on oath that Radhapersaud 
Roy and Petumber Chatterjea were the only officers who had free 
access to Mr. Digby and who generally took papers to him to sign, and 
the only conclusion 1 can form is that Mr. Digby by signed all that were 
put before him without reading them or being aware of their contents 
for I cannot bring myself to believe that he would certify in the letter 
now forwarded, and in almost all the monthly statements forwarded 
to the Revenue Accountant that he had actually counted the cash 
which he must have been aware he had not done. 

13th. There is moreover every reason to beKeve that Radhaper- 
shaud Roy contrived to secrete several official letters addressed to Mr. 
Digby by the Board of Revenue and other public authorities and that 
these letters were never seen by Mr. Digby, the general evidence cle¬ 
arly establishes that the influence of Radapersaud was such that none 
of the officers dared to disobey his orders for fear of losing their situa¬ 
tions. Among other witnesses the Dawk Moonshee has sworn that 
Radapersaud Roy was almost always present when the Dawk packets 
were opened, and that he uniformly on such occasions laid hold of, 
and opened the envelopes of letters on service directed to the Collec¬ 
tor, ran his eye over them and showed them to Mr. Digby or not as he 
thought proper also that at the time* when the 
remittance of two lacs of Rupees was to be sent to 
Moorshedabad, and the delay in getting off that remittance had drawn 
down on Mr. Digbys conduct some severe animadversions from the 
accountant, Radahpersaud ordered him (the Dawk Moonshee on no 
account to take the Dawk Packets to Mr. Digby, or to allow them 
to be opened except he (Radapersaud) or Ramchunder Gungoly were 
present, and that when opened the letters on service were to be sent to 
his house instead of being given to Mr. Digby at this point the 
examination of the Dawk Moonshee became rather critical for himself 
and upon being asked whether he had obeyed Radahpersaud’s order 
the Magistrate very properly warned him that he was not obliged to 
answer the question, nevertheless he did anwser by saying that being 
aware of the responsibility of doing as he had been told he first of all 
took the letters, shewed them to Mr. Digby and telling him what 
Radahpersaud had directed him to do, asked if he was to send the 
letters to his house or not, and that Mr. Digby replied that he was to 
send them as directed by Radhapersaud which he did do; This 
evidence is corroborated by the fact of a letter from the Accountant of 
the nature alluded to above having been found with several other 
official papers on one of the boxes in the record room among the 
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papers of Radahpersaud Roy and Ramchunder Gangooly, 
whose obstinate refusal at first to deliver up the key to Mr. Armstrong 
led to our having the Box opened and its contents examined in the 
presence of the Magistrate and the Dawk Moonshee’s statement is 
further substantiated by our having found among the bundle of papers 
which were discovered in the Tank near to Radahpersaud *s house 
several fragments of official letters from the Revenue Board one 
distinctly bearing Mr. Trotter's official signature* envelops of letters 
'‘on service ' 9 and impressions in wax of the official seals in use at the 
Board, and at the Jungle mehals Radhapersaud indeed denies all 
knowledge of how and when these papers were secreted* but from the 
fact of their being found in various parts of the tanks with bricks and 
other heavy substances attached in order to sink them, there Can hard¬ 
ly remain a doubt but that they were sunk with his and Ramchunder 
Gangooly's connivance especially as other papers of a private nature 
belonging to those individuals were found among the bundles. 

14th. Radhapersaud’s influence is described by the witnesses to 
have been precisely as great in the affairs of the Treasury as in every 
other Department ; Mr. Digby indeed would seem to have had little or 
no intercourse with the Treasurer Sheebnarain, or even Ramdhun 
Chatterjea the Naib; all the accounts which were to be signed were 
taken to Radhapersaud and by him presented to Mr. Digby for signa¬ 
ture Sheebnarain is described by the witnesses as a ‘‘boy, unacquain¬ 
ted with the common forms of business, and that all he did was occa¬ 
sionally to sign Dakhilas brought to him for that purpose, to stroll 
about Mr. Digby’s garden, or to sit in the writers room and draw 
figures on paper” the evidence goes on to describe Ramdhun 
Chatterjea and Radhapersaud as acting perfectly in concert. If the 
latter wanted money for any private purpose such as to remit to 
Calcutta or to pay shop bills, the former immediately supplied him and 
the evidence of one witness states this to have been done from the 
public Treasury. 

15th. It has nevertheless appeared in evidence that the Naib 
Ramdhun was looked upon by Radhapersaud more in the light of an 
inferior Agent of his, than as a participator in the fruits of the intr¬ 
igues wich were going on, and altho’ Radhapersaud trusted him to a 
very great extent, yet when not present himself to overlook his con¬ 
duct he took care to place over him a relative and confidant fully 
equal to the task, this person is liamchunder Gungooly, a cousin of 
Radapersaud and scarcely, if at all, his inferior in ability and in¬ 
trigue, it was to this man who held the situation of Mohafez Dufter 
50 
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that one of the 1 reasury keys and the general management of the 
office at the sudder station was committed when Mr. Digby went 
out into the District during the last cold season taking Radhapersaud 
with him. 

16th. Having thus endeavoured to describe the system of man¬ 
agement wich prevailed in the office, His Lordship in Council will 
probably be prepared to hear that no small confusion exists in the 
accounts and vouchers of the Treasury in the first place no register 
of the numbers and amount of Bank Notes received, or remitted to 
the General Treasury appears to have been kept in the office altho' 
from !2 to 15 lacs of Rupees in Notes, are annually received at the 
Collectors Treasury; in the next place on searching among the papers 
for such as would explain the points indicated in Sheebnarain’s 
petition in regard to the mode in which the embezzlement had been 
effected I found that every single chelan, receipt or voucher of every 
description having the remotest connection with those points had 
been made away with; it was remarkable however that as far as the 
Treasury documents were concerned very few had been secreted 
which had not some reference to receipts and disbursements by paper, 
from which circumstances I was satisfied that Sheebnarain’s state¬ 
ment of the embezzlement having been effected by Bank Notes was 
strictly true, and concluding likewise that the fact, stated in the 
petition presented to the Board in June 1823, viz. Radhapersaud Roy 
had purchased an Estate at the Registers sale in the preceding month 
for 95,000 Rupees was probably correct as soon as 1 had taken charge 
from Mr. Armstrong of the Treasury Books and chelans, and removed 
them to the Circuit House (where I am residing) and placed a guard 
bom the Provincial Battalion over them, i lost no time in trying to 
obtain such documents from other offices as might assist me in trac¬ 
ing what notes had been made away with, 

17th. 1 had at first an idea that 1 could have traced the number 

and amount of every note which had been received into or disbursed 
from the Treasury but 1 soon found that, in respect to the receipts, 
one of the most important chelans viz. the one which accompanied 
a remittance of the surplus proceeds of the Putnee in June 1823, 
had been made away with, and that no less 19294 Rupees worth 
of notes of which no numbers were entered, had been paid in during 
the Ireasurership of Sheebnarain by Govindpersaud Roy the Abkaree 
1 usheeldar, and on looking to the" disbursements" I found that I 
couiJ not procure complete lists of the numbers of all notes paid to 
the Barrackmaster, or of the sum of 80,000, and 1000 interest as paid 
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out to Rajiblochun Roy and the reverend Mr. Carey respectively, the 
attempt therefore to trace every note in this way has given no satis¬ 
factory result. 


18th. 1 beg now to call the attention of Government to the ac¬ 

companying statements C & D which have been drawn up after care¬ 
ful comparison of the entries in each days seah with the original 
chelans, and as the receipts of each day were ascertained from an 
inspection of the chelans a Register exhibiting the number and 
value of every note (with the exceptions abovementioned) was 
formed. 


e 


19. From the second column of the statement C it will be seen that 
Bank notes to the amount of 3,48,380 Rupees had been credited as cash 
payments and the statement D shews that at different times the sum 
of 191528 was in the seah written* off the balance in notes and thrown 
into the cash balance if we add to the foregoing 
irregular entries in the seah the sum of 19294 
Rupees in notes paid in by Abkarry Tuhseeldar 
without numbers the total amount viz. 553102 
Rupees will correspond nearly with the differ¬ 
ence* between the gross receipts and disburse¬ 
ments as shewn at the foot of statement C, and 
gives a tolerably accurate idea of the amount in 
notes which had been placed in such a predica¬ 
ment as to be available for any unauthorized purpose Radhapersaud 
and his associates might have in view, without the appropriation being 
perceived in the accounts sent down to the Presidency. 


is I fancy by no 
means an uncommon 
one in all Treasuries, 
here they call it; 
“doorbar” and it is 
done in most cases for 
the sake of the batta in 
giving notes for cash 
to Zemeendars. 

* 5,52,999. 


20. Under the absolute impossibility therefore which exists of 
tracing every note that had been paid into the Treasury, it became 
of the first importance to procure the original chelans of the money 
paid in by Radhapersaud Roy, as the price of the Putnee Talook of 
Nedeepoor but here again another difficulty met us, during the inunda¬ 
tion last year the water got into the room where the Tehseeldar of 
the Adawlut keeps the cash and vouchers and destroyed almost all the 
papers in the room, the chelans in a complete state therefore could 
not be found but luckily among a bundle of papers which 
Mr. Hutchinson had himself saved from the flood, and thrown on the 
top of a record rack, the Tusheeldar found a memorandum of the 
numbers and value of notes to the amount of 23,000 Rupees which 
had been paid in on the 8th or 9th day after sale, that is on the 
26th May 1823, by Muddoosoodun Chowdry the Mokhtar of 
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^Radhapersaud Roy, and on comparing the numbers of the notes in 
this paper with the lists of numbers 1 had made from the original 
chelans I found no less than 36 notes amounting in value to 12,700 
Rupees to have been regularly paid into the Treasury by different 
persons at various times during the 3 months preceding the date above- 
mentioned Muddoosoodhuns evidence was of course immediately 
taken he deposed to having received the Bank notes direct from the 
hands of Radhapersaud Roy at the Collectors Cutcherry and that 
Radhapersaud told him at the time that he had taken them out of 
the Treasury other witnessess were indicated by Muddoosoodun from 
whose depositions it appears clearly that the sum of at least 80,000 
Rupees in notes which had been abstracted from the public Treasury 
was appropriated to pay for this estate but very little more than 23,000 
Rupees were paid in notes Radhapersaud having thro the agency of 
his Mookhtars aided by Ramdhun Chatterjea and some podars in the 
Town, exchanged many of the notes in the first instance 
for cash, and probably the notes for 23,000 Rupees which were paid 
into Court on the 26th May would also have been exchanged for 
cash had time permitted, but as the Register was on the point of 
proceeding to a resale of the Talook they were obliged to pay it 
in without taking that precaution. 

21 st. f ortunately we had the means of ascertaining the number 
and amount of every note which had been disbursed from the Trea¬ 
sury between January and May 1823 three remittances had been made 
to the General Treasury and 20,000 Rupees at two payments had been 

paid to the Barrack master who has furnish¬ 
ed me with numbers on comparing the 
numbers of the 36 notes in the memoran¬ 
dum filed by Muddoosooclhun we find that 
(with the exception of one note*) none of 
them could have been included in these 
disbursements, it is quite clear therefore 
that these notes must have been abstracted 
from the Treasury. 


* Note No. 1|998, for 
1000 Rupees paid in here 
on the 31 at January 1823 
and remitted to the Gener¬ 
al Treasury on 7th Febru¬ 
ary it reissued from the 
Bank on the 14th March 
and might have come to 
Radhapersaud*s hands in 
the ordinary course of 
circulation. 


22d. I should by the way here state that the Talook of Nedheepore 
was not purchased in the name of Radhapersaud but in the fictitious 
name of Gopeemohun Chatterjee and Radhapersaud on being asked 
to account for these notes being in his possession defends himself 
by denying that he is the real purchaser or had anything to do 
with Muddoosoodhun Chowdry on the occasion, he does not attempt 
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tcTsay he got the notes by exchanging Rupees for them or by the 
ordinary course of circulation, and his defence of not being the real 
purchaser has been completely upset by the evidence of several 
respectable witnesses. 

23rd. By the regulations it is incumbent on the Court after deducting 
the arrears due to the Sudder Malgoozar to transmit any surplus 
proceedings of Putnee sales to the Collectors Treasury where the 
money remains in deposit for a certain time to answer demands against 
the former Putnee Talookdars, who is entitled to receive it at the 
expiration of the period upon presenting a certificate from the Judge 
that there have been no demands made against him.; now the net 
proceeds of the sale of Nedeepore which were thus remitted to the 
Treasury on the 16th June 1823 amounted to 82,000 Rupees, the 
greater part of which was sent in notes, but on searching for the chelan 
which accompanied that remittance and which would have enabled 
me to trace many more notes probably to Radhapersaud 1 found it 
had been made away with, altho’ all the other Treasury chelans for 
that day remained in their proper place. 


24. The Estate of Nedeepore before the sale stood in the name 
of Rajiblochun Roy the father of the Treasurer, but it really belonged 
to Rammohun Roy the father of Radhapersaud the certificate therefore 
that no demands existed ran in the name of Rajiblochun Roy and 
accordingly in the seah of the 8th August 1823, I find disbursed 82,000 
Rupees in his name of this 80,000 was paid in Bank notes without 
any memorandum of the numbers having been retained the order 
or warrant for payment is as usual addressed to the Treasurer, but the 
receipt for the money is signed by Ramdhun Chatterjea the Naib as 
Mokhtar of Rajiblochun Roy; before the Court Ramdhun says that he 
never received the money, but that Radhapersaud brought the receipt 
ready written to his (Ramdhun’s) house one day when he was very 
ill, and as soon as he had procured his signature to it, went and 
drew the money out himself; some evidence has already been taken 
and more will be forthcoming to shew that this really happened. 

25th. The above detail will suffice to explain to Government that 
a very considerable sum of money was embezzled by Radhapersaud 
and with the knowledge and connivance of those who were responsible 
for the custody of the Treasure as far back as May 1823, under the 
facilities which existed from the absence of all control at the head of 
the department, the ease with which Bank notes to almost any amount 
may be secreted and removed without the sentry on guard being aware 
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and the precautions which the delinquents have taken to remove 
almost all the documents which might enable me to trace the notes 
embezzled, it is impossible to say at what period sums may have been 
abstracted, but the following detail of what took place in June and 
July last as collected from the evidence given before the Magistrate, 
and on examination of the Treasury account and English corres¬ 
pondence, will afford a tolerably correct idea of the extent to which 
the embezzlement had at one time been carried. 

26th. About the time when most deposit orders were received by 
Mr. Digby to send two Lacs of Rupees to Moorshedabad it happened 
that the Commercial Residents at Radanuggar and Hurripaul pressed 
very hard to have the amount of their respective assignments 
(the former of one Lac and the latter of 50,000) paid between the 25th 
June and 8th July the balance of the Treasury (exclusive of notes) 
fluctuated between 2,50,000 and 3 Lacs of Rupees the seah of the 8th 
July shows a balance of 2,88,279. 15. 7. 2. in cash from the Petition of 
Sheebnarain however and explanations subsequently given by 
Ramdhun Chatterjea as well as the evidence of witnesses it is pretty 
certain that about the first week in July there was an actual deficiency 
of 2 lacs of Rupees up to the 7th the sum of one Lac of Rupees was 
collected on the 8th 51,000 Rupees were paid in cash by the Rajah 
and with this one lac and a half was made up and packed in boxes at 
this time Radhapersaud determined that the remittance should be 
confined to the above sum, but the soubahdar who commanded the 
party to escort it, refused to receive charge of less than 2 lacs; upon 
this Mr. Digby was prevailed upon to request that Colonel Bird would 
shew him the orders which he had received regarding the guard to be 
furnished, and finding that the sum of two Lacs was specifically stated 
as the amount to be remitted another letter was addressed to Colonel 
Bird to beg he would detain the guard till the following day when the 
remaining 50,000 should be collected' and got ready; it was at this 
juncture that Radhapersaud Roy took and pawned the halves of Bank 
notes, of which the other halves had been remitted to the Treasury on 
the 30th June and raised the sum of 14,000 Rupees upon them this is 
in evidence strongly, the Podar to whom they were pawned having 
deposed to the fact, and given in a list of the numbers of the notes 
which correspond with the numbers in the chelan sent to the General 
Treasury. It is in evidence also that during the 8th the soubadar 
of the guard being very impatient to receive charge of the remainder 
of the money he has to escort became so importunate that in order to 
pacify him the Podars played off a trick of counting the same Rupees 
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* It was upon this last 50,000 
which was scraped together by odd 
sums that a deficiency of 617.12 as. 
on account of short weight &ca. 
was recovered from the Trea¬ 
surers security. 


in amount 15 or 20,000 five and six times over, until it became dark, 

when the Treasury was shut for that 
day and the sum of 60,000* having 
been completed during the night and 
early in the morning of the 9th July 
the remittance was finally sent off on 
that day. 

27th, Now it is to be observed that the 51,000 Rupees in cash which 
the chalans shew to have been paid in by the Rajah on the 8th July 
were not carried to credit in the seah till the 10th the day after the 
2 lacs were dispatched, and then too it was carried to credit not as 
cash, but as if it had been paid in notes, evidently to have a pretence 
for saying that there was not cash sufficient to discharge the commercial 
assignments, for on the 25th June Mr. Watts the Resident at 
Radhanagore was informed officially by M^. Digby that if would send 
his Podar the amount of his assignment should be paid, but after 
the Podar had arrived Mr. Digby on the 14th July writes to say that 
in consequence of having been ordered to remit 2 lacs to 
Moorshedabad, and having paid the remaining balance of cash in his 
Treasury to the Resident at Hurripaul he cannot send him the money, 
and within 16 days afterwards a letter with Mr. Digby’s official 
signature is sent to the Resident at Hurripal to inform him that there 
was not cash enough in the Treasury to discharge his assignment. 


28th. Mr. Digby at this time was extremely ill, and none of the 
drafts of the letters are in his hand writing, they were drawn up by the 
head writer Petumber Chatterjea evidently in concert with Radhaper- 
saud, and I am satisfied that the 1 letters when copied for dispatch must 
have been signed by Mr. Digby without his having read them or being 
aware of their contents. 


29th. Matters would seem to have remained in this state until 
Mr. Digby became so unwell as to render his applying for leave 
unavoidable, and no sooner had the assistant surgeon given him 
a certificate than Radhapersaud endeavoured in concert with Ramdhun 
Chatterjea to make up the deficiency and get all in order for any 
gentleman to take charge who should be deputed to act, about this 
period thirty or forty Thousand Rupees must have been replaced and 
they looked to Rajiblochun Roy to help them to replace the remainder, 
it so happened however that he could not raise the money, and 
Radhapersaud endeavoured to persuade Sheebnarain Roy to abscond, 
but his advisers would not allow him to do so and hence arose the 
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embezzlement by the Petition presented to 
on the 26th July. 


30th. It only remains for me to state that 1 have laid before the 
criminal court all the documents which bear upon the case against the 
prisoners, and that the evidence of the most material witnesses has 
been recorded, the proceedings are now so far complete as to warrant 

the commitment of the five* prisoners who 
were first charged the evidence which has 
been taken however places the conduct of 
the Treasury Podars in such a light as to 
induce the Magistrate to call on them for 
some explanation of it* and therefore he is desirous of keeping the 
proceedings open till he has examined them and also some witnesses 
who have not yet attend. 


* 1 . 

2 . 

3. 

4 . 

5 . 


Radapershand Roy 
Sheebnarain Roy 
Ramdhun Chatterjea 
Ramchunder Gangooley 
Petumber Chatterjea 


31st. No further accounts or evidence however are likely to be 
required for the Collectors office, and therefore my attendance till 
the commitment is made not appearing necessary I propose to leave 
such instructions in regard to it as may appear necessary with the 
Government Pleader and to return to the Presidency on the 12th 
Instant. 

32. 1 cannot close this address without offering for the considera¬ 
tion of His Lordship in Council as few remarks regarding the office 
of Treasurer to a Collectorship. 

33. From the mode in which all Treasury accounts ought to be 
kept, and with ordinary attention on the part of a Collector it is 
quite impossible that a I reasurer should be able to make use of the 
public money so as to derive any great profit; one of the ordinary 
sources of emolument appears to have been by the system of trans¬ 
ferring sums from/ the paper to the cash balance so as to gain the 
batta by exchanging notes for cash but this practice is easily checked 
if a Collector will only take the trouble to make all the persons 
paying money into the Treasury give chelans in duplicate, so that 
he can take the originals himself and keep them under lock and key, 
and let the duplicates go to the Treasury to have the money paid in 
and entered in the seah by them at the end of the month the Collec¬ 
tor could in the space of an hour compare the chalans he had re¬ 
tained with the entries in the seah and see that no tricks had been 
played, 

34. A 1 reasury too might be so arranged as not to make it 
necessary to expose the whole of the Treasure every day, excepting 
on the occasion of any large remittance to the General Treasury or 
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to that of another district or having to discharge heavy commercial 
assignments the demands of each day might be satisfied from a few; 
thousand rupees taken out for the purpose without disturbing the 
bulk of the Treasure, which might remain in given sums in chests 
with patent locks, the keys of which, I should were 1 Collector, keep 
myself. 


35. Where precautions of this sort are taken 1 am satisfied that 
few respectable natives will be found to take the office of Treasurer 
for 50 Rupees per month, one highly respectable man came here and 
offered himself, and being in every point of view unexceptionable, 
his services were gladly accepted and he was told to send for the 
persons who were to execute his security bonds. He no sooner 
however saw the mode in which Mr. Armstrong kept the Treasury 
than he left the station, giving (I am told) as a reason for not accept¬ 
ing the situation, that the emolument would not do more than enable 
him to keep a set of palankeen bearers, and appear well address 
at the office, and altho* Mr. Armstrong has succeeded in getting a 
man who gives good security to hold the situation 1 should have 
some doubt as to his being willing to continue long in it, 

36. Unless there be some special reason connected with the 
interests of the Bank of Bengal or the Department of account (which 
I am not aware of) I think it would be an expedient measure to allow 


under certain restrictions as to the amount, the Collectors to cash 
notes of the Bank of Bengal, or to give notes for cash as might be 
required by individuals charging of course the ordinary rate of Batta, 
and if Government deem it unadvisable to encrease the salaries of 
the Treasurers, they might be allowed half the amount of the batta 
so accruing the other half being carried to the credit of Government. 

37. In conclusion I beg to suggest that a register of the numbers 
and value of all notes paid into, or disbursed from the Treasuries of 
Collectorships where such notes are usually taken shall be regularly 
kept according to the formx annexed, or such other 
form as may be deemed more convenient.* 


194 . Governor General’s letter to the Board forwarding Mr. Molony’s 
above report with directions and calling for their sentiments on it. 
(17 September, 1824). 

Gentlemen, 

I am directed by the Governor General in Council to 
transmit to you, in original, the accompanying letter from the Superin- 
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tendent and Remembrancer of Legal Affairs, dated the I Oth Instant, 
with its Enclosures, and to request that Mr. Digby may as soon as 
possible be called upon to submit such explanation as he may desire 
to offer on the several points touching his conduct.—You will of course 
return the above papers with your Report regarding Mr. Digby, keep¬ 
ing copies for your own Records, and Government will expect to 
receive at your convenience a communication of your sentiments on 
the points of a general nature discussed by Mr. Molony in the 33d 
and following Paragraphs.* 

195. Letter to the Beard of Revenue from its Accountant forwarding series of 
correspondence re» the remittance of two lacs of rupees from the Burdwan 
Treasury, (ig September, 1824 ) 

Ordered that the following letter from the Accountant to the 
Revenue Department be here recorded. 

Accountant Revenue Department. 

Gentlemen, 

l have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your Secretary’s 
letter of the 10th instant, and in conformity with the Orders therein 
conveyed to annex a aeries of correspondence held with the Collector 
of Burdwan relative to the remittance of two lacks of Rupees directed 
from this Office on the 9th of June last, under instructions from the 
Accountant General in consequence of the following Cash Balance 
having been brought forward in the Collectors Estimate for June. 

Viz. 

In Cash ... ... 3,12,787. 8. 9. 2. 

„ Bank Notes ... ... 4544. ,, „ „ 

,, Rupees of Sorts 837 or 809. 6. 10. ,, 


Total in hand on 3,18,140. 14. 19. 2. 

1st of June 1824. 

2d. It is to be noticed to your Board that in the same Estimate, 
the Collector exhibited a probable deficit of Rupees 139,221.0. 16.2 
after providing for expected demands on account of the Investment 
amounting to Rupees 481131. 11,6. but the above arrangement of the 


* Board of Revenue, Procgs. 21 Sept., 1824, No. 59. 
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Accountant General was founded on the presumption that the Esti¬ 
mate for Commercial Investment was excessive, the Demands on that 
account not being then urgent. 

3. The Collector of Moorshedabad having in a letter dated 23d of 
June, represented the want of assets to answer the demands upon 
his Treasury for the Nizamut Stipends and the Investment, the Collec¬ 
tor of Burdwan was again directed (on the 25th of that month) to 
carry the aforementioned instructions into effect. 

4. On the 28th the Collector of Burdwan applied for an Escort to 
convey the sum of One Lack and fifty thousand Rupees, and stated 
that he had made a reservation of one Lack on account of the assign¬ 
ment held by the Commercial Resident of Radanagore. 

5. The assignment alluded to in the preceding Paragraph having 
been cancelled the Collector was again directed on the 30th to comply 
with the Original requisition. 

6. On the 7th of July a further reference was made owing to the 
Remittance in question not having been noticed in the Estimate of 
that Month, and it was then remarked that the Collector had evinced 
culpable inattention to instructions from this office and it was not 
until the 9th of the same Month that the Dispatch of the 1 reasure, 
ordered on the 9th of the preceding Month was effected. 

7. The next circumstance was a letter to the Collector of Bur¬ 
dwan dated 6th of August requiring him to explain the cause of delay 
in the non-transmission of the Cash Balance Report and Estimate 
for that Month; which circumstance it was also noticed, was pro¬ 
ductive of great inconvenience to the public service the Report wa3 
received on the 10th of August exhibiting a deficiency of Rupees 
136771. 10. 8. 3. as arising from embezzlements made by the former 
and present Treasurers. The Report for June was received on the 
12th of August but without any signature to the Certificate of the 
examination of Treasure which omission the Collector had been 
required to supply when it was stated by that Officer, to have been 
unavoidably occasioned by extreme sickness.* 


Fort William, 
Accountt. Genls Office 
the 18th September 

1824. 


(Signed) W. H- Oakes 
A. R. D. 


* Board of Revenue, Procgs. 19 Oct., 1824, No. 12 E 
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To 


Sir, 


Collector of 
Burdwan 


I beg leave to request, that you will immediately remit two Lacks of 
Rupees of the Cash in your Treasury to the Collector of Moorsheda- 
bad, giving him notice without delay, when it will be dispatched.* 


Fort William 
Accountt. Genl's Office 
the 9th June 1824. 


(Signed) W. H. Oakes 
A. R. D. 


(A true Copy) 

(Signed) W. H. Oakes 
A. R. D. 


To 


Sir, 


Collector of 
Burdwan 


"Vou will perceive from the accompanying letter that your disregard 
to my Instructions of the 9th June last* will probably be attended 
with serious inconvenience to the public service. A repetition of 
such neglect will compel me, however reluctantly to the painful task 
of reporting your conduct to the Board. 


Fort William 
Accountt. Genls Office 
the 25th June 1824. 


(Signed) W. H. Oak s 
A. R. D. 


(A true Copy) 

(Signed) W. H. Oakes 
A. R. D. 


To 


Sir, 


W. H. Oakes Esqr 

Accountant to the Revenue Department 


J have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 
25th Instant accompanied with the Copy of a letter from the Collec- 
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tor of Moorshedabad and in reply f beg you will authorize a Detach¬ 
ment for Escorting the sum of Sicca Rupees One Lack Fifty thousand 


to be remitted to the Collector of Moorshedabad. 

P. 2d. The balance of Cash in my Treasury up to this day is Sicca 
Rupees 258326. 5 as. but under an immediate demand of Mr. Watts 

part of which Sicca Rupees one Lack has been offered by me to dis¬ 
charge the assignment drawn by you in his favor dated 12th Instant. 
In order to fulfil the instructions issued by you on the 9th Instant. I 
was waiting to request you for a Detachment until I shall have the 
remaining sum in my Treasury from the expected Collections. 1 he 
delay which has consequently occurred on this occasion I trust you 


will excuse. 


Burdwan 
Collr’s Office 
the 28th June 
1824 


(Signed) J. Digby 
Collr. 


(A true Copy) 
(Signed) W. H. Oakes 
A.R.D. 


To 

Collector of Burdwan 
Sir, 

Upon examining your Estimate for July, I perceive that you have 
not noticed therein any Remittance to Moorshedabad, 1 should con¬ 
clude, therefore that the Remittance directed to be made to the 
Collector of that station in my letter of 30th Ultimo, had been com¬ 
plied with, if the remittance has been made, it was your duty to have 
communicated the same to me, at the time of Despatch which 
notice you have neglected to furnish if it has not been made, as 
directed, you should not have omitted to mention it in your Estimate, 
which in this case does not afford a true statement of your Treasury 
In either case, your conduct evinces a culpable inattention to 
business. 

Fort William 
Accountt. GenTs Offiice 
the 7th July 1824 


(Signed) W. H. Oakes 
A.R.D. 

(True Copy) 

(Signed) W. H. Oakes 
A.R.D. 
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Sir, 


W. H. Oakes Esqr 
Accountant to the 
Revenue Department 


I have the honor to inform you of my having this day remitted 
to the IVmorshedabad Collector’s Treasury the sum of Sicca Rupees 
Two Lacks (Sicca Rupees 2,00,000) undercharge of Shaik Gheesah 
Subadar of the Burdwan Provincial Battalion Copy of the Invoice is 
herewith transmitted. 

Burdwan 

Collr’s Office (Signed) J. Digby 

the 9th July Collr. 

1824 

(A true Copy) 

(Signed) W. H. Oakes 
A.R.D. 

t98. Offg. collector of Burtfwan’s letter to the Board of Revenue transmit- 
ting names of officers nominated by him. (18 September, 1824 ). 

Sir, 

I have the honor to forward herewith for the information and 
Orders of the Board the names of the undermentioned Officers who 
have been nominated to situations in this Office since the period of 
my taking charge. 

2d. Gocul Chund Banoorjea as Record Keeper vacated by Ram 
Chund Gangooly having been dismissed and made over to the 
Magistrate on the 12th ultimo had he not been deeply implicated 
in the late fraudulent transactions his dismissal would have alone been 
authorized by the mutilated and confused state of the records the 
above named successor was Ishan nevies in the registers court at 
Hooghly a situation which he held for many years and resigned it 
on meeting with his present advancement—he is an industrious 
steady man and has given security. 

3d. Meer Ally in succession to Jugmohun Sircar a mohurir who 
was removed by me, having only been promoted to the situation 
on the 26th of July last in opposition to the just claims of the man now 
holding the situation Meer Ally is brother to the deceased prede¬ 
cessor of Jugmohun Sircar and had been in the habit of assisting 
him and qualifying himself for the performance of the duties, of 
mohurir and on representing his claims together with the expence 
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e incurred in supporting the family of his deceased relation 1 at 
once appointed him, 

P. 4th. Hurmohun Bose appointed to the situation of Treasury 
mohurir in room of Ramdhun Chatterjea the late Naib Khazanchee 
as he was termed, and now on his trial before the Magistrate his 
successor was formerly a Tuhseeldar under this Collectorship and 
bears a good character together with being fully qualified for the 
situation. 

5th. Birjmohun Roy nominated to the vacant place of abkarre 
Tuhseeldar recommended to me by Mr. Molony as formerly in the 
Employment of Government at this station his predecessor’s corrup¬ 
tion is too well known to need any comment independent of being 
a defaulter. 

P. 6. Narain Sircar was selected from among a number of appli¬ 
cants to fill the situation of stamp Darogah in room of Ramhurree 
Mitter who on refusing to make good the deficiency apparent in his 
accounts was sent to the Dewannee Jail as a defaulter his successor 
bears a good character and has given most satisfactory security. 

P. 7th. Mohaburrut Bukhshe was appointed as vendor of stamps 
in the Zillah Court the regularity with which he kept his accounts 
during the period he was a mofussal Vender of stamps was such 
as to call forth approbation. I therefore promoted him on the dis¬ 
missal of Beeressur Mitter who had left his situation and was absent 
without leave at the time I took charge, 

P. 8th. Rarnkunt Roy obtained Quinquinnial Mohurrership having 
been long an omedwar in the Collectors Office and occasionally 
temporarily employed—his predecessor was dismissed on account of 
being frequently absent from the Office and a partizan of Radaper- 
shaud Roy. 

P. 9th. Shaik Muzhur Ahmud having formerly been in the service 
of Government possessing certificates of good conduct was nomi¬ 
nated to the Persian sood mohurership—is successor to Lala Shibram 
Sing who resigned his situation in preference to giving security when 
required. 

P. 10th. Tarny Churn Mullick an inhabitant of HoogbJy and of 
a respectable family being the first amongst the applicants who tend¬ 
ered good security was selected by me to fill the situation of 
Treasurer he is not less than (?) years of age and well versed in the 
nature of accounts his security bond was signed by Brijonath Baboo’s 
Mukhtor but for my own satisfaction 1 have sent it to the Judge of 
Hooghly that the surety may testify the same in his presence and 
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returned it shall be forwarded to the Board for their approval 
together with those of other native Officers holding high and respon¬ 
sible situations. 

P. 11th. The Nazir has had my Orders to enquire if the sureties 
really possess the property pledged in the schedule of the Bond on 
the completion of these enquiries I shall report the result for the infor¬ 
mation of the Board.* 


197. Board’s letter to Mr. Digby forwarding Mr. Mofony’s supplementary 
report on the Burdwan embezzlement affair and asking for necessary explanation. 
(2t September, 1824), 

Ordered that an Extract from Mr. Molony’s report to Government 
which accompanied the foregoing Letter be transmitted with the 
following letter to Mr. J. Digby. 

To Mr. J. Digby 
(No. 3466) 

Sir, 

1 am directed by the Board of Revenue to transmit to you the 
annexed Extract from a further Report dated 10th September 1824 to 
Government by the Superintendent and Remembrancer of Legal 
Affairs connected with the enquiry which he has was deputed to 
conduct at Burdwan together with a copy of the papers alluded to in 
the Extract and to request that you will submit to the Board with as 
little delay as you can such explanation as you may wish to offer on 
the several points by Mr. Molony touching your official conduct.! 

198. Mr. Oigby’s letter to the Board submitting explanations on several points 

in Mr. Molony’s first report on the Burdwan embezzlement affair. (22 
September, 1824). 

Sir, 

l have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 
31st ultimo, and proceed with all the dispatch that the state of my health 
will permit, to afford such explanations regarding the affaris of my 
Collectorship, as it is in my power to give, while situated at a distance 
from my Books and Records, 

2nd. 1 shall first notice the general charge which Mr. Molony has 
brought against me of great disorder and confusion in my office—such 
a general charge may, at any time, very easily be brought against 

* Board of Revenue, Procgs. 29 Oct., 1824, No. 20. 
t Board of Revenue, Procgs. 21 Sept., 1824, No. 62. 
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any one, and is always the most difficult to meet. A letter lately 
ceived from Burdwan, from one of the writers, who was employed 
in that Collectorship, states that Mr. Molony and Mr. Armstrong, im¬ 
mediately after taking charge, carried off from the English office, a 
mass of Books, Papers and Correspondence, uncounted and unexamin¬ 
ed, making, to use the words of the Writer ‘‘prodigious havoc ’ in the 
office, and that a number of the Native Officers employed by me and 
my predecessor, the Honble Mr. Elliot, well acquainted with the 
business of their office, have been suddenly removed, and others have 
been all at once employed in their stead, by Mr. Molony and Mr. 
Armstrong: these new Native officers being most of them inimical to 
the former ones, it is very probable, that such an entire revolution 
might occasion some disorder and confusion in the office. Besides, 
being for some weeks previous to my leave of absence, in a very 
debilitated state, 1 was unable to move from my room, and obliged 
occasionally to send for some Books and Papers to my own house, 
and for the sake of further reference, they were not always immediate¬ 
ly replaced. If there was some slight disorder, it may have arisen 
from this circumstance, my strength not permitting me to attend the 
Cutchery, so that after struggling some weeks in the hope of surmount¬ 
ing the indisposition 1 was at last obliged in the month of July to 
apply to Government for leave of absence. 

3rd. Adverting to the matters under discussion in the order pointed 
out by the Board in your 3rd paragraph, I shall attend first to the sub¬ 
ject of the petition of the fictitious Shanuk Loll Tewary, presented to 
the Board in May or June last year, alleging that there was a very 
great defalcation in my Treasury, an embezzlement of stamp Paper, 
and abuses in other Departments. 

4th. With regard to these charges, which were made by that anony¬ 
mous writer, ! beg leave in the first place to remind the Board, that 
on the receipt of it’s letter of the 3rd of June 1823, I immediately 
proceeded to the Treasury, and examined in person the whole of the 
Treasure under my charge, and from comparing it with the balance 
shewn by the Cash Book, 1 found that no defalcation whatever existed 
as had been alleged. Thus the principal charge of the man calling 
himself Shanuk Loll Tewarry was completely disproved, and 1 reported 
the same without delay to the Board in my letter of the 7th of June 
1823, which was accompanied by a detailed statement of the exact 
amount in the Treasury. I again addressed the Board on the 13th of June 
in continuation of the above letter stating that on the day subsequent to 
that on which 1 had counted the Cash in the t reasury, 1 commenced 
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counting all the stampt Papers, in which business 1 was occupied for 
many hours during three successive days, when I found their amount 
and value to correspond with the stamp Account, brought up to the 
9th of that Month, and I lost no time in transmitting a statement of 
the same to the Board. 

5th. With regard to the remark contained in your letter, that if at 
that time, 1 had prosecuted the enquiry into the matter with energy and 
effect, it might have been the means of preventing the present 
embezzlement, I beg leave to observe, with due deference, that as 1 
then instituted an immediate investigation, by which it was proved 
that no defalcation at all existed, I am unable to perceive how the late 
deficiency can be attributed to any proceedings with respect to my 
treasury at that time. 

6th. After these two principal charges of the anonymous writer 
were completely disproved, I still further pursued my investigation by 
taking the depositions of the Abkars &ca and consulting my records, 
by which the abuses he alleged to exist, in the other departments, 
were also disproved equally to my satisfaction. I thereupon prepared 
a draft of a letter to the Board communicating the result, and only 
delayed it’s transmission till the translation of various depositions and 
documents, which were to accompany it should be completed. But 
other urgent business intervening, particularly the proceedings in 
Debnarayan’s case and the Correspondence with the Magistrate of 
the District, the translation of these papers was interrupted, and being 
laid aside for a time, it was, I regret to say, afterwards forgotten, 
so that the letter I had prepared for the Board was omitted to be 
sent, and on my attention being now again directed to the subject, 
I found this letter in my desk, a copy of which 1 herewith transmit 
the depositions and other documents, to which 1 referred must be 
still among the papers in the Collectors’ office at Burdwan. This 
omission not being supplied subsequently was owing to a multiplica¬ 
tion of business which prevented my attention from recurring to the 
subject of their translation, especially as it was not again noticed by 
the Board. 

7th. Towards the end of May from the weak state of my body, 1 
became unable to visit the Treasury and undergo the fatigue of 
counting the Treasure, as I used formerly to do, but hoping soon to 
be restored to health, I forbore for a while, soliciting the Government 
for leave of absence. It is most probable that the Treasurer taking 
advantage of my continued indisposition, may have commenced his 
malversations sometime before I reported the same to the Board, but 
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ie deficiency could not have existed for any length of time. 
During my illness the Treasurer and his deputy, supposing that there 
was no chance of my recovery, no doubt formed the plan of plunder¬ 
ing the treasury, in the hope, that in the event of my removal by 
death or for change of air, they might succeed in making Radha- 
persaud Roy responsible for the deficiency, by falsely representing him 
as the person who had really the custody of the Treasure, and thereby 
make their own escape. 


8th. At the time of receiving orders to remit two lacs of rupees to 
Moorshedabad, I was labouring under severe bodily suffering, so* as 
to be almost unable to attend to any business even although brought 
to my notice by my Amlah. But in so far as 1 have at present the 
means of refreshing my memory, the circumstances were as follows 
—About the same time, there was an order given for the remittance 
of one lac of rupees to Mr. Watts, Commercial Resident at Rada- 
nugur also of Sa. Rs. 50,000 to the Commercial Resident at 
Hurripaul; and understanding that there was not in the Treasury, a 
sum sufficient to meet all these demands, I thought it advisable to 
wait for an additional collection adequate at least to discharge two 
of these assignments (Moorshedabad and Radhanugur) or to make a 
reference to the Accountant suggesting the expediency of permitting 
me to send a lack and a half to Moorshedabad, and one lack to 
Radhanugur, as I had promised on receiving the order, to send the 
Resident there this sum on the arrival of his Poddar to convey it. But 
the Revenue Accountant having then sent particular instructions, that 
the whole sum ordered should be remitted to Moorshedabad two 
lacks were then sent there accordingly, and the transmission of the 
one lack to Radhanugur was for a time postponed. 

9th. The story which the Treasurer has told in order to excuse 
himself form responsibility for the embezzlement of the Treasure, 
under his charge, is merely a tissue of gross and palpable falsehoods. 
With regard to the manner of his appointment, his father Rajeeb- 
lochun Roy in whom, having long known him, I had reposed confi¬ 
dence, earnestly solicited this situation for his son, representing him 
as perfectly qualified and offering to pledge his whole Estates for his 
son’s fidelity in the discharge of his duties. But although long impor¬ 
tuned on the subject I did not consent till I had satisfied myself as to 
Sheebnarayan’s being qualified for the office, and a trial of him for 
four months induced me to report him fit for the situation in my state¬ 
ment of the 26th of December 1822 as follows— 

10th. “This man is not a Creditor or related to any Creditor of 
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He is recommended to me by his father whom I have known 

for many years. He possesses an intimate knowledge both of 

Bengally and Persian, and knows a little of English, during the four 
months, he has been employed under me, I have found him fully 
qualified for the situation. 

11th. He continued to hold the Office of Treasurer from this 

time forward and if it had been true as he now pretends, that he 

held it with reluctance, it is highly improbable that after an 
experience of sixteen months he could have wished to be 
confirmed and to receive the Sunund to the situation. This however 
was the case, as is evident from the records of the office, the Board 
not having sanctioned this appointment till he had officiated for six 
teen months as Acting Treasurer. While thus officiating, he made every 
effort through the intercessions of his friends, and by assiduous atten¬ 
tion to his duties to get confirmed as Treasurer. During that period 
of probation, as well as afterwards, he uniformly exhibited to me the 
Treasury Books, personally received instructions and reported to me 
regarding the Treasure and while 1 was absent on the Circuit, sent me 
daily reports and accounts in his own writing of the balance in his 
hands; he, in short performing in person all the duties attached to 
his office, and latterly in conjunction with an old confidential servant 
and Cash Keeper of his father, called Ramdhun, whom at their 
request I got appointed as head Mohurer, under the Khazanchee. 
Therefore Seebnarayan’s assertion that he has not been allowed to 
discharge the duties of Treasurer, is entirely without foundation. 

12th. The grounds on which I stated the age of Seebnarayan 
to be 25 years, were first from his own declaration, that this was his 
age, secondly from the circumstance of his being the eldest son of 
his father, who is upwards of fifty years of age; and as it is the uniform 
practice of the Hindoos of Bengal, especially the wealthy, to marry 
very young 1 saw no reason for doubting that the eldest son of a man 
of fifty should have attained his twenty fifth year; although now taking 
advantage of his somewhat youthful appearance, arising from his spare 
form of body he may pretend to be several years younger. That he 
looks younger than he really is would seem from the circumstance of 
Mr. Molony supposing from* his appearance, his age to be two years 
less than Seebnarayan himself even now confesses it to be. On this 
point I trust it is not necessary for me to say more, as the question 
with regard to Seebnarayan, Respects his integrity rather than his age 
or experience. 

13. I fully admit that he was appointed Treasurer, on my strong 
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recommendation; I represented to the Board, as before stated, the 
qualifications he possessed viz. a thorough acquaintance with both the 
Bengally and -Persian languages, besides some knowledge of English, 
and that during the time he had been acting as Treasurer he had 
discharged his duty satisfactorily. At the same time I freely acknow¬ 
ledged in my letter to the Board of the 26th of December 1823 that 
“there were many natives to be found of greater age and experience** 
to fill the situation. And I stated that the main grounds on which 
I rested my opinion of his fitness for the office, were the “unexcep¬ 
tionable character* * which he at that time bore and the 
respectability of his security, Rajeeb lochun Roy; and that 
this ground has not proved fallacious appears from the fact of 
the money embezzled being replaced by the surety, when the defal¬ 
cation was made known to him. I may have been mistaken in my 
opinion as to Seebnarayan *s integrity, notwithstanding the care I 
took in forming it; but the Board is well aware that persons of greater 
abilities and longer experience in the service than myself are liable 
to similar mistakes. 

14th. TTie Board has remarked on the contradiction between the 
description given of Seebnarayan by me formerly and that given of 
him now by Mr. Molony. My opinion was formed, as 1 have stated, 
from considerable personal knowledge of him, while Acting as 
Treasurer under me, and from the important circumstance of his 
father, who must have known him' better than any one else, placing 
such confidence in him as to be willing to become responsible for him 
to any amount. Moreover, formerly Seebnarayan was desirous of se¬ 
curing to himself his situation of Khazanchee by ably and diligently 
discharging his duty; but when Mr. Molony had lately an opportunity 
of observing him, Seebnarayan with a view to escape from the con¬ 
sequences of the embezzlement in which he had been detected; 
besides exaggerating his youth in order to excite compassion, appears 
to have had a wish to counterfeit such extreme simplicity and ignorance 
as might exempt him from all moral responsibility. It is therefore 
not surprising, if while thus shrinking under dread of punishment, and 
attempting to throw his own responsibility upon another, he appear¬ 
ed to Mr. Molony to be a very different man from what he was des¬ 
cribed by me in the character I gave of him to the Board. 

15. In reference to Mr. Molony’s remark that the draft of a 
certain letter I addressed to the Board on the subject of Seebnarayan, 
dated the 3d September, 1822, was not found among the papers in 
my office; I beg leave to state that as copies of all official communi- 
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cations are regularly entered into the Book kept for that purpose; 
rough drafts may either be preserved or not at the option of the 
writers in the office, and when very indistinctly written or much inter¬ 
lined they are only fit to be destroyed as soon as a fair copy has been 
made from the original. With regard to the second letter on the 
subject, which Mr. Molony says is written in a strange hand, 1 am 
at a loss to conceive how Mr. Molony could take upon him to assert 
that the paper to which he alludes was the “draft” when 
it might naturally have occurred to him that it might only 
be a copy from the draft or probably from the original. It 
would appear however from Mr. Molony*s statement that the draft 
of the third letter regarding Seebnarayan, has been accidentally 
preserved; otherwise he would have noticed the circumstance, and 
as it had an immediate reference to the former two, it must be 
evident that the recommendation of Seebnarayan proceeded from 
myself, and I have already fully stated the grounds on which it was 
made, one inducement being that he offered a highly respectable 
security as it has been proved to be by the prompt payment of the 
deficiency. 

16. In reply to the charges in the 13th paragraph of your letter 
inferred from the 11th paragraph of Mr. E. Molony’s report, that all 
the principal situations in my Collectorship, were held by relations or 
dependants of Radhaprusaud, son of Rammohun Roy,“ I can positive¬ 
ly and with the most perfect security contradict the assertion. And 
I cannot but express my regret that Mr. Molony should have thought 
proper to give such a strong colouring to his Report as to leave the 
Board unable to form almost any idea of the real facts. In order 
to shew the true state of the case I shall here subjoin an account of 
the native officers employed under me, remarking as I proceed on 
the report concerning them, made by Mr. Molony. 

17th. The only relation of Radhaprusad to whom the above 
assertion can justly apply, is Govindprusad Roy his cousin who 
having ruined himself by an unsuccessful law suit in the Supreme 
Court which he had carried on during my absence in Europe against 
his uncle Rammohun Roy; the latter, after my return, from compassion 
for his nephews distress, was induced to request me to give him a 
situation to keep him from starving, since he could safely testify to 
his qualification. As he had not been previously in any public 
employ, I appointed him to act upon his probation as Darogah of 
the Abkarry; this situation, having become vacant by the resignation 
of the former Darogah; and from this office 1 understand Govindprusad 
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has been removed by Mr, Armstrong and put upon his trial before 
the Magistrate on an accusation of bribery and embezzlement. 

18th. Ramchund Gongoly whom Mr. Molony represents to be 
'a near relation of Radhaprusad Roy ” and “a boy apparently 
eighteen or nineteen years of age’* is I understand merely connected 
with Radhaprusad from the circumstance of Ramchund’s sister being 
married to a cousin of the former. This circuitous connection by 
marriage which Mr. Molony has traced cannot be considered as at all 
‘a near relationship’’ and this young man is besides not only much older 
rfian represented but possessed of very superior qualifications. He 
was accordingly recommended to me when the office of second Record 
Keeper became vacant from the extreme sickness of Uttack Beharry 
which terminated in his death, Ramchund also, 1 am told has been 
removed from his situation by Mr. Armstrong on account of his 
intimacy with Radhaprusad, and a suspicion of being thus concerned 
in the embezzlement alleged against him. Mr. Molony remarks very 
pointedly, on any appearance of Juvenility jn a native officer calling 
a young man considerably upwards of twenty years, merely or *a boy 
as if the human species in this country did not attain maturity till a 
much later period of life than in Europe, or it were contrary to the rules 
of the service to employ persons of the age, 1 am fully aware of the 
propriety of having native officers who have reached the years of dis¬ 
cretion and the public Records will show that 1 formerly reported to the 
Board on the subject of a lad of 13 or 14 years a nephew of Deb- 
narayan Bose who through his influence with the Honoble Mr. Elliot 
had him appointed nominally as Mohurer, but he really acted as 
Tuhseeldar of the Nuddea Kharjee Muhals; and considering him too 
young and inexperienced for so responsible an office, 1 suggested to 
the Board the propriety of their sanctioning my removal of him, with 
which however the Board did not comply as appears by their letter to 
me dated January 1823. 

19th. Seebnarayan the Khanzanchee of whom I have already 
given a detailed account is 1 understand only distantly connected with 
Radhaprusad by marriage, and was nominated by me as Treasurer for 
the reasons before mentioned, on the situation becoming vacant by 
the former Treasurer being dismissed by the Board in reference to a 
decree passed against him by the Provincial Court of Appeal of 
Calcutta. This situation as before explained was given by me not on 
account of any relationship between him and Radhaprusad Roy, far 
less on account of his being dependent in any manner on Radhaprusads 
family. 
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20. Ramhurry Mitter the stamp Darogah under me was appointed 
on the situation becoming vacant by the dismissal of the former 
Darogah for being convicted of embezzling starnpt Paper. Ramhurry 
had served as Moohurer under two former Collectors of Burdwan, Mr. 
Lawrence Mercer and his successor Mr. William Augustus Brooke; and 
afterwards as Aumeen under the Honoble Charles Andrew Bruce, 
some time Commissioner of Coatch Behar, subsequently Judge of 
Hoogly. I consequently considered him in every way deserving of 
the situation from his long experience in the public service. I am aware 
that for sometime previous to receiving this last appointment, he acted 
as a Mookhtarkar at Burdwan, and 1 am informed he managed some 
business for Rammohun Roy as well as others; but it was not certainly 
this latter circumstance which induced me to appoint him to the situa¬ 
tion, any more than it could have appeared to me to disqualify him 
for filling it, and 1 would have appointed him whether this had been 
the case or not from the consideration of the claims to eligibility before 
mentioned. This man also I ami told, has been dismissed by Mr. 
Armstrong and is on trial for a charge of embezzlement. 

21st. With respect to Koonjbeharry Roy the Head Serishtadar 
of my office (who although of a similar name is so far from being 
related to Radhaprusad Roy the second Serishtadar that they are of 
different castes) Mr. Molony represents him (Koonjbeharry) as an 
old dependant of Rammohun Roy”. 1 wish to know by whom that 
gentleman has been so grossly misinformed. The fact is, as 1 have 
ascertained, that Koonjbeharry was never Rammohun Roy’s depen¬ 
dant for the space of a single hour. He held very respectable situa¬ 
tions under Mr. Miller for the space of fourteen years, in different 
parts of the country,while that Gentleman filled successively the 
offices of Register Collector and lastly of Judge of Furruckabad; and 
also under Mr. Charles Elliot and Mr. J, Donnithorne, and I myself 
knew him personally when Register at Ramghur, under Mr. Miller, 
Koonjbeharry at that time filling the situation of serishtedar. Mr. 
Miller entertained a high opinion of his integrity and thought him well 
qualified : a fact which I mentioned in my letter to the Board recom¬ 
mending his being appointed as serishtedar under me at Burdwan. 
From my personal acquaintance with him for about two years, and 
the certificates of character given him by several respectable Gentle¬ 
men of the Civil Service, 1 formed my opinion as to his honesty and 
qualifications; and should 1 have been mistaken in my opinion as 
implied by Mr. Molony, at least I cannot be accused of having formed 
that opinion on light grounds. Fie Notwithstanding, has been removed, 
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understand by Mr. Molony and Mr, Armstrong on the ground of 
total disqualification, and superseded by Debnarayan Bose formerly 
dismissed by the Board from the same situation on my two reports 
regarding him in June 1823. 

22nd. Ramdhun Chatoorjea Head Mohurer in the Treasury De¬ 
partment is Mr. Molony observes “an old servant and dependant” of 
Rajeeblochun Roy, the Treasurer s father. At the repeated request 
of Seebnarayan the Treasurer and his father as he (Ramdhun) appear¬ 
ed shrewd and well versed in business, I recommended the Board to 
appoint him to that situation when it became vacant by the long non- 
attendance of Unoop Sircar acting Mohurer. 

23rd. Lulla Mudden Gopal was nominated by me as the Head 
Moonshee of the Roobbundee Department, on account of the long 
absence of the person who was formerly acting in that capacity. He 
was first brought to my notice by the Head writer of my office, as a 
person of distinguished abilities, and much commended by the various 
gentlemen under whom he had served, according to certificates of 
character given him by them. He is a native of Upper Provinces, and 
was totally unknown, as I understand, to Radhaprusad Roy or any of 
his family until his arrival at Burdwan. He has however been re¬ 
moved, I understand, on the ground of intimacy with Radhaprusad, 
from the situation of second serishtedar to which I had nominated him 
on the resignation of the latter, and is superseded by the moonshee 
of Mr. Armstrong. 

24. From the foregoing statement the Board will on strict enquiry, 
perceive what situations under me, were held by the persons nearly 
or remotely connected with Radhaprusad Roy. In order to give the 
Board a complete view of the case, 1 now proceed to notice also 
those native Officers, employed under me, who are not enumerated 
by Mr. Molony, from which the Board will be able to judge how far, 

I can be justly represented as conferring all the principal offices on a 
single family. 

25. Pettember Chattoorjea, the Head Writer, was appointed to 
that situation by the Honoble Mr. Elliot my predecessor : he bore a 
very good character for honesty, and intelligence, and was well recom¬ 
mended by many gentlemen high in the service. This native officer 
has also I am told been dismissed by Messrs. Molony and Armstrong, 
on the plea that he was intimate with Radhaprusad Roy, and may have 
been concerned in the embezzlement. 

26 Moonshee Kubool Ullee , a respectable native, is at the Plead 
of the Department of Sursuree suits, a situation of great responsibility 
53 
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conferred on him by my predecessor, which he continued to hold under 
me; and 1 am happy to add that he discharged its duties to my 
satisfaction. 

27. Gunganarayan, Head Moonshee of my office, was appointed 
to that situation by my predecessor, and continued in it under me. 

28th. The two Record Keepers were appointed by my prede¬ 
cessors, one of whom was continued in the situation until he fell sick 
and died, and the other still continues in his situation. 

29. Ketabooddeen was appointed Nazir by one of my prede¬ 
cessors and continued under me. 

30th. In like manner the Dawk Moonshee, and the Tuhseeldar 
of Yumah Mehal, as well as a great number of inferior officers, are 
with a few exceptions all continued in their respective situations, as 
all the others whom I found employed by my predecessors would have 
been, unless death or their own misconduct had caused their removal 
It may here be remarked that the removals during all the time I have 
been Collector at Burdwan, bear no proportion to the number of 
charges made in a few days by Messrs* Armstrong and Molony. 
And as the latter in his report remarks on the circumstance of some 
relations, although only distantly connected, holding situations under 
the same Collector, as objectionable, 1 could wish that gentleman to 
ascertain the number of situations held by the relatives of Debnarayan 
Bose who is now restored to the situation of Head Serishteclar, from 
which he was formerly removed; and to state also how many more of 
this man’s near relations and connections have been nominated to 
public offices, since the arrival of Messrs. Molony and Armstrong at 
Burdwan, and also to form an estimate of the extent of Debnarayan s 
former controul over the Treasury stamp paper and Opium Depart^ 
meats through his very intimate friend Dabeeprusad, the former Trea¬ 
surer and his brother Suroop Deputy Treasurer, and his brother-in-law 
Juggutbullub, stamp Darogah with their connections in other offices. 

31. Mr, Molony has so worded the 27 paragraph of his Report 
as to convey to the Board the information that in making an enquiry 
into the embezzlement in which the Treasurer alleged Radhaprusad 
Roy to be concerned, 1 directed or sanctioned Radhaprusad s taking 
examinations (whilst I lay on my bed in a state of exhaustion and 
debility). This representation of Mr. Molony is 1 am sorry to be under 
the necessity of saying altogether incorrect; Radhaprusad Roy, so far 
from conducting, not being ever present at the examinations. Being 
myself afflicted with severe bodily sufferings, as Mr. Molony notices, 
I was quite unable to leave my room; however I thought it proper to 
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every practicable enquiry into the circumstances of the em¬ 
bezzlement, by holding an examination of my own Amlah, who must be 
perfectly acquainted with all the transactions about the Treasury. As 
the person accused by the Treasurer of being implicated with him, was 
Radhaprusad Roy, the questions put to the witnesses were necessarily 
pointed at him. From my own personal knowledge of the circums¬ 
tances the evidence of my Amlah was to my mind perfectly satisfac¬ 
tory; and even if I had wished to go into extraneous matter not imme¬ 
diately connected with the point the state of my health would not have 
allowed me. As to the whole scope and tendency of the evidence 
being as remarked in the Report, to exonerate Radhaprusad Roy not 
being attributable to Radhaprusad s having himself conducted the exa¬ 
mination as Mr. Molony led the Board to believe, it may easily be 
accounted for from the circumstance of Radhaprusad happening to 
have nothing at all to do with the Treasury. 

32. With regard to my acceptance of his resignation, i beg 
leave to state that on my arrival at Burdwan to assume the duties of 
Collector, I found the office of second Serishtedar vacant, and nomi¬ 
nated one Neelmony to officiate, and on his resigning Radhaprusad 
was employed to act in that situation. After these enquiries concern¬ 
ing the embezzlement commenced, Radhaprusad being obliged to be 
in constant attendance before the Magistrate, could no longer attend 
to the duties of his office, and in the latter end of July gave in his re¬ 
signation, which I consequently accepted, nominating Mudden Gopaul 
in his stead But as the charges made against him by Seebnarayan re¬ 
garding the embezzlement were preferred previous to Radhaprusad s 
resignation, he is as much answerable as before. 

33. With regard to the forged Notes and Notes of private Banks 
and the amount of the pice in the Treasury, this is entirely within the 
sphere of the Khazanchee, who is responsible with his surety for any 
thing that is incorrect, but when it came to my knowledge on some 
former occasions that, forged notes had been sent to the Treasury, 
1 either reported the circumstance to the Board or brought it to the 
notice of the Magistrate. 

34. As to the security Bond taken for my Treasurer I beg to 
state that at the time I recommended Seebnarayan’s appointment in 
December 1822. I forwarded to the Board, a copy of the Bond executed 
by Rajeeblochun Roy, binding himself as surety for his son as Khazan¬ 
chee, agreeably to section 11th of Regulation 2nd I /9 >. Fire Bond 
being drawn out in the form prescribed by the Board, I therefore 
thought it unnecessary to take a fresh Bond from the surety on the 
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reasurer being confirmed. The reason for my not transmitting the 
original Bond to the Board was* that it had been the custom of my pre¬ 
decessors to send only a copy and retain the original; for instance 
the surety Bond of Dabeeprusad Sircar, the former Treasurer, was 
found by rr^e in the office at Burdwan. 

35. The error of Sa. Rs. 1,000 in the Treasury Accounts may 
have arisen from the hurry and confusion of the Treasurer in making 
the Books correspond with the statement he thought proper to make 
regarding the defalcation. But as to the cause of this circumstance 1 
can only speak by guess, not being able to perceive what interest any 
one could have in making such an error. With regard to the amount 
of short weight rupees remitted to Moorshedabad, I reported the 
matter to the Board, 1 believe, a few days before giving up charge to 
Mr. Armstrong. The balance of Sa. Rs. 411 due by the former Khazan- 
chee was repeatedly brought by me to the notice of the Board, and 
frequent demands were made upon him without success. 

36. 1 made it a rule to examine the Treasury every month, but 

in the latter end of May 1 was compelled to discontinue that duty 
from the state of my health. 

37. In superintending the stamp, Abkarry and Opium Depart¬ 
ments 1 used the same checks as adopted by my predecessors, and beg 
to state that in the opium department there has been no falling off, 
and the other branches of Revenue arising from collection or assessment 
have been higher on an average than they were under my predecessors. 

38. 1 have already explained in the 2nd paragraph of my letter 

the probable causes of the disorder reported to prevail in my office at 
Burdwan. It is true as noticed in the next paragraph, that during my 
indisposition, 1 was necessitated to have some Books and Papers brought 
from the Cutchery to my own house for the dispatch of business 
as far as my health permitted. But even although this had occa¬ 
sioned no derangement in the office, the complete revolution so sudden¬ 
ly produced among the principal Native Officers, by Messrs. Molony 
and Armstrong is sufficient to throw every thing into confusion. For 
the Board is well aware, from the representations addressed to them 
directly and through the Judge during the last year, that Debnarayan 
Bose now nominated Head Serishtedar, has been for a long time past 
carrying on active hostilities against the persons employed under me; 
and now that this man with his relations and partisans has got the 
controul of the office they may naturally endeavour to confound 
and represent in the worst light every thing done by their predecessors 
to whom they are so inimical. 



SELECTIONS FROM OFFICIAL LETTERS AND DOCUMENTS 


<SL 


39. The circumstance noticed in Mr. Molony s Postscript of a 
bundle of Papers being found in a Park at Burdwan, to which the 
Board particularly calls my attention, seems strongly to speak for itself, 
as it affords great insight into the nature of the means capable of 
being employed to injure an individual against whom a conspiracy 
is formed. The bundle is pointed out as being found in a tank near 
the house of Radhaprusad Roy, whom as before observed it is the 
object of a strong party to bring into suspicion; and I am informed it 
was placed in a situation sufficiently singular for such a purpose. The 


papers were enclosed in wax-cloth, and placed partly under and 
partly above water, so that they could not escape being observed. 
Now if Radhaprusad had possessed these papers, and wished to 
destroy them he might have easily done so by tearing them up or 
burning them, without throwing them into water, or if he 
had preferred the latter mode, he would not have taken the 
trouble to enclose them in wax-cloth which was rather calculated to 
prevent their destruction; and above all placing them partly under 


and partly above water in a tank near to his own house is the very 
method he would have avoided, when by a few stones or heavy 


bricks he might so easily have sunk them to the bottom in many 
other tanks in the neighbourhood. On the other hand if these were 
Papers which he wished to preserve and keep concealed, he might 
have done so in his own house, or in those of any of his friends or 
by burying them in the earth; but surely the last mode any man in 
his senses could think of for preserving dangerous papers, would be 
to immerse them partially in water in an exposed situation near to 
his house. The circumstance appears to me altogether unaccountable, 
unless as a proof of the means resorted to by Radhaprusads enemies 
to involve him in suspicion. They having at that time free access 
to the public offices, might of course without much difficulty purloin 
from them or elsewhere the scraps of letters “or detached portions 
of paper” in my hand-writing or such other papers (said to be in 
the bundle) as they thought adopted to their purpose. 

40. As to the signature of the daily treasury Accounts, 1 beg 
to state that it was my practice to sign them regularly, but without 
examining my Records 1 am unable to say with certainty for what 
reason this may have been omitted or at what particular time this 
may have been the case, and with regard to the registering of Bank 
notes I beg to state that this not having been the practice of my 
predecessors at Burdwan it was not adopted by me; a Register of 
Bank notes was however kept by the Khazanchee. 
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answer to the concluding paragraphs of your letter, 1 
beg to state that previously to my late illness (although being away 
from my Records I cannot speak precisely as to the number of 
days of my attendance or non-attendance) I can positively affirm 
that I always attended my Cutchery when it was necessary for the 
dispatch of public business, and that the sales of lands, decision of 
cases referred to me by the Judge according to Regulations 2nd. 5th. 
and 7th. the hearing of Durkhasts, and the transference of estates and 
other public business, were invariably conducted in the Cutchery. 
Having made it a point not to come to a final conclusion on any case 
of importance without having the papers translated into English 1 
usually took the Roobukaries Durkhasts and other papers to my own 
house to be translated and fully considered; and 1 also in my own 
house, to facilitate the transaction of business, used to write the drafts 
of public letters and revise the papers of my writers; and sometimes 
1 signed Purwanahs and public accounts. But 1 never held any sales 
at my own house with the exception of the one noticed by the 
Board on the 24 July it being impossible for me at that time on 
account of my indisposition to go to the Cutchery. The sale was held 
however in an open verandah not more than 50 yards from the 
Cutchery, and every publicity given to it* by advertisements, placards 
and public proclamation, according to Regulation 11 of 1822; so that 
it might be attended with the same facilities as if it had been held 
in a more regular place, which 1 regret was not then practicable; but 
1 feel assured that Government as well as the Board will with their 
usual liberality make clue allowance for the very severe bodily suffer¬ 
ings under which 1 was labouring during these transactions, 

42. In conclusion 1 return my respectful thanks to the Board for 
the speedy/ dispatch of the queries in your letter, and for their kind¬ 
ness in supplying me with copies of the papers for which 1 applied. * 

Enclosure to the above letter re: Shunnuck Lall Tewary’s petition, 

Sir, 

In pursuance of the subject of my letter of the I beg leave 

to acquaint you that 1 have made particular enquiries into the charges 
preferred in the Durkhaust, under an anonymous signature forwarded 
to the Board by Dawk, and now through you communicate the result 
to the Board, for their consideration. 

* Board of Revenue, Procgs. 19 Oct., 1824, No. 12A. 
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Querie I—This anonymous writer (for the signature is evidently 
fictitious) gives high praise to Dehnarayan Bose, the head Serishtadar 
of my office, and asserts that Radhaprusad Roy, has endeavoured 
from bad motives to get him removed from his situation by means of 
a false complaint. 

Answer 1—Having already fully informed the Board respecting 
the complaint brought against Debnarayan Bose, in my letter of 
1 shall not now renew the subject, but 1 trust that the Board will 
perceive the source whence this string of accusations has sprung. 

Querie 2—In the second place the anonymous writer alleges that 
Radhaprusad Roy had abstracted a large sum of money from my 
Treasury, by connivance with my Acting Khazanchee. 

Answer 2—I have stated in my letter of that 

there was no deficiency whatever in the Treasury, as ascertained by 
my personal examination, and a comparison of the cash in hand with 
the balance of the Treasury Account. 

Querie 3—Thirdly this anonymous Writer asserts that although 
there was stated to be in the account, a balance of three lacks of 
Rupees more or less in the I reasury, yet in answer to two assign¬ 
ments of the Board, for a lack of Rupees each, only fifty thousand 
Rupees was paid on account of each assignment. 

Answer 3...... From the accompanying statement the Board will 

perceive that there was in the Treasury an Actual balance of two 
lacks, forty five Thousand, three hundred and ninety Rupees, nine 
annas, ten gundahs, of which eighty six thousand, six hundred and 
forty six Rupees, were in Bank notes and 3,368 Rupees, 5 annas and 
10 gundahs were partly short in weigh, and partly consisting of Copper 
coin leaving of ready cash only one lack, fifty-five thousand, three 
hundred and seventy six Rupees four annas. There is no prospect 
of any collection of Revenue for the present year till the middle 
of July next, and it is necessary to provide for the payment of 
Civil and Military establishments, and the demands of pensioners, 
and Talookdars, whose lands have been sold; and also to answer a 
draft of Captain Kemm, for Sicca Rupees 10,000 amounting in all to 
Sicca Rupees 50394 4 as. 3 gs. as shown by the accompanying list, as 
all these demands are to be paid in ready cash, as well as the above 
assignments, and as my Treasury was not sufficiently abundant 
to enable me to pay the whole in cash, I deemed it expedient 
to pay in the mean time fifty thousand Rupees, in part of each 
assignment. 

Querie 4thly This anonymous writer alleges, that Radhapersad 
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5y received Sicca Rupees 18,000 from Seebnarayan, the Acting 
Khazanchee for procuring him that situation. 

Answer 4thly I therefore beg leave to submit the accompanying 
deposition of the said Sheebnarayan Roy taken before me on an 
accusation of the same kind being brought against Radhapersad Roy. 

Querie 5thly This anonymous writer alleges, that notwithstand¬ 
ing the Board’s dismissal of Seebnarayan, and their ordering another 
to be appointed that he still continues in his situation, through the 
interest of Radhapersaud Roy, in consideration of the bribe 
above mentioned. 

Answer 5thly 1 refer the Board to their letter of the 14th of 
January, from which they may ascertain whether they ordered that 
Seebnarayan should be dismissed from his office, or that I should 
endeavour to select for the office a person, better qualified to discharge 
it’s functions. 

Querie 6thly This anonymous Writer alleges, that Radapursaud 
Roy had embezzled stamped paper to the value of Sicca Rupees 
11,000 when it was under the charge of the late stamp Darogah, whom 
he accused of having stolen it, and that the said Radhapursaud having 
sold some part of it, had two thousand Rupees still remaining in his 
store. 

Answer 6th!y In answer to this accusation, 1 refer the Board to 
my two reports of and on examining personally 

the stamped paper in my store, I found this charge perfectly ground¬ 
less as stated in my letter of 

Querie 7thly This anonymous writer alleges, that there is at 
present a decrease in the aubkarry Revenue, which he attributes to 
the practices of Radhapursaud Roy with the dealers, from whom he 
accuses him of regularly receiving bribes. 

Answer 7thly in answer to this charge 1 submit a statement 
comparing the aubkarry assessment and collection of last year with 
those of former years, and also the assessment of the present year, 
from which the Board will perceive, there is a considerable increase 
of aubkarry Revenue, and I also send herewith the depositions of the 
principal Aubkars, abjuring the above charges. 

Querie 8thly and lastly. This anonymous writer states that Mr. 
Elliott the late Collector, issued a notice desiring those who had 
deposited their money in the Treasury, or whose fathers had done so, 
to come and receive the same, intimating to them, that in case of 
their failure to appear before a certain time, that the money should 
be forfeited to Government and alleges, that Radhapersaud Roy 
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caused a great part of it to be given away to persons who have no 
just claim to the sums so deposited. 

Answer 8thly and lastly* In answer to this charge 1 submit a 
copy of my predecessor Mr. Elliott’s proceeding* and a statement of 
the sum deposited* from which the Board will perceive that Mr. Elliott 
himself paid to three of the persons, named in his proceeding, sums 
lodged in the treasury, under the circumstances therein mentioned 
and that no more has since been paid.* 

A true copy (Signed) J. Digby 

Coilr. 



199. Letter from the Offg. Collector of Burdwan to the Board of 
Revenue transmitting copy of his answer to Govindpersaud Roy’s plaint. (23 
September, 1824). 

Sir, 

1 have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
under date 31st ultimo together with its enclosures and in reply 
beg to submit for the consideration of the Board a copy in 
Persian of the reply which 1 have drawn out in Answer to the 
plaint filed in the Zillah Court of Burdwan by Govindpershaud Roy 
late Abkaree Darogah. 

P. 2d. 1 reported the deficiency in the Abkarre Department 
in 6th Paragraph of my letter to your address under date 16th 
ultimo and the measures 1 adopted on the Tuhsildar’s refusing to 
make good the deficiency. On taking charge of the office i found 
his account for the month of Assar as follows.— 

The Towjee exhibiting the sum of Sicca Rupees 4,451* 3. 5. of 
which he had realized Sicca Rupees 3,124. II. 5. paid into the 
Treasury in my presence Rupees 1227. 2. 5. leaving a balance 
against him of Sicca Rupees 1987. 12. 5. he stated that he had paid 
this balance to the late Treasurer but could not produce any 
receipt I then referred to the Seeah and on finding that no such sum 
had been entered I of course could not give him credit. 

P. 3d. The suit filed by the late Abkarre Tuhseeldar has no 
legal grounds whatever on which to rest a claim—granting for the 
sake of argument, that he did actually pay, the said money to 
the late Treasurer still it was his duty to see the Amount carried 
to credit and obtain the usual receipts having failed to do so he 
must take the consequences as Government cannot be made res- 


Board of Revenue, Procgs. 19 Oct., 1824, No. 12B* 
54 


WNIST^y 



RAJA RAMMOHUN ROY 

ponsible for sums never entered in their accounts. The Hath 
chittees which he states to have obtained from the Podars can 
avail him ought they being altogether of a private nature what con¬ 
nections have Podars with the receipts and disbursements of a 
C ollectors 1 reasury beyond that of assaying and counting rupees 
previous to their being received into the Khazana.* 

200, Board’s reply to the Offg* Collector of Burdwan’s letter re: his adop¬ 
tion of certain measures in the Burdwan Colfectorship. (24 September, 1824). 

Sir, 

1 am directed by the Board of Revenue to acknowledge the 
receipt of your letter of the 16th Ultimo with the copy of the 
report mentioned in it, which had been forwarded by Mr. Molony to 
Government. 

circumstances stated in the above papers the 
Board entirely approve of your having removed 
from their situation the several officers mention¬ 
ed in the margin. The Board however postpone 
for the present passing any orders in regard 
to the arrangement made by you for the dis¬ 
charge of the duties of Seristadar by the 
nomination of Debnarain Bose to the former 
and of Mirza Hyder Allee to the latter 

situation. 

2nd. In reply to the 6th Paragraph of your letter I am directed by 
the Board to desire that you will report to them whether the sureties of 

*ln a report from Mr. the Abkaree* Tehsildar and the Stamp Darogah 
Molony to Govt, dated were regularly required in the manner prescribed 
•peaks ojhSe 6 want of ky the Regulations to make good within sped- 
t ^ ie T? U i ret » y i° time ^e defalcation which appeared in the 
but the Board are unin- adjustment of the accounts of these officers. The 
oHhetpinimf Abkaree Tehsildar having since the dale of your 

report above acknowledged filed a Plaint with a 
view to contest the justness of the demands against him he must of 
course previously to his suit being admitted have given security for the 
payment of the amount in the event of his being non suited any 
want of means therefore on the part of the first surety of this officer 
discharge the deficiency should such ultimately occur may be of 
little consequence the Stamp Darogah however has not adopted 


2nd. Under the 

Ramdhun Chatterjea 
Naib Khazanchee 
Ramchunder Gangilec 
Record Keeper 
Petumber Chatterjea 
Head Writer 
Koonjibeharee Roy 
Sheristadar and the 
Naib Sheristadar 
whose name is 
not mentioned. 


"Board of Revenue, Procgs. 29 Oct., 1824, No. 22. 



SELECTIONS FROM OFFICIAL LETTERS AND DOCUMENTS 


427 


as far as the Board are aware a Proceeding of this description, 
and it is consequently necessary that every legal measure be 
vigorously and promptly adopted to secure the Government against 
loss in this case. 

2. The Board trust that you will shortly be able to nominate a lit 
and proper person to the situation of Treasurer of your Collectorship. 
I he utmost attention should be paid to procure a man of respectable 
character and of regular habits of business, and who can furnish un¬ 
exceptionable security. 

3. The list applied for in the last paragraph of your letter will be 
forwarded to you in a few days* 


Paragraph 1st. 


201. Board’s reply to the Offg. Collector of Burdwan's letter re: Burdwan 
affairs, (24 September, 1824). 

Sir, 

I am directed by the Board of Revenue to acknowledge the receipt 
of three letters from you dated the 30th and 31st Ultimo and the 4th 
Instant with their respective enclosures and to communicate to you the 
following observations and orders on the subject of these papers. 

It appearing from a report of the 10th Instant forwarded by 
Mr. Molony to Government that the security of 
Shibnarain Roy the late Treasurer has made 
good the whole of the public demands against them and that the 
security Bond has been returned to Rajiblochun Roy, the surety 
it is unnecessary to notice further the observations made by you in 
the letters above acknowledged in regard to your arrangements for 
realizing the amount standing at his debit. The Board desire me how¬ 
ever to state that you should bring distinctly to the knowledge of the 
Magistrate of Burdwan the circumstance of the forged Bank Notes 
found in your Treasury on your taking charge, shewing at the same 
time from whom they were received and to whom they were delivered 
on your receiving the amount for which they were originally given 
to the Treasurer. A report to this effect should also be furnished to 
the Board for communication to the Bank of Bengal. 

Mr. Molony has not adverted in his reports to the claim stated in 
your letter of the 4th September to have been made by some of the 
Omlahs against the Treasurer for arrears of allowances which they 
allege they have not received. This claim therefore has probably been 
adjusted; but if not, as no complaints were made by the Umlah at the 
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time of their not receiving their allowances, and as the security 
Bond of Rajiblochun has been returned to him, if the late Treasurer 
contests the claim the question would seem to be a proper one for the 
decision of the Civil Court to which the Umlah in such case may apply 
for redress. 

The letters referred to in the concluding paragraph of my dispatch 
to your address of the 20th Ultimo were dated 1 1th July and 13th 

October 1820, but apparently from a mistake of the copyist stated to 

be of 1821. Copies of them are enclosed for your eventual informa¬ 
tion, and you will be pleased to report to the Board particularly 
regarding the condition of the Lackeraje Taidads of your Office, and 
to adopt every proper means for their preservation and safe custody. 

The Board authorize you to repair the Camp Equipage belong¬ 
ing to your office at an expence not exceeding the Estimated 
sum of Rupees 20 and six annas. 

An Extract from Mr- Molony s report of the 10th Instant and a 
Copy of the Statement mentioned in it, which Extract and Statement 
contain the information adverted to in the first part of the 2d Paragraph 
of this dispatch are enclosed for your information.* 

Ordered that Civil auditor be informed that the Officiating Collector 
of Burdwan has been authorized to incur an expence of 20 Rupees 
6 as. for the repair of the Camp Equipage attached to his Office. 

202. Board’s letter to the Offg. Collector of Burdwan asking to forward 
translation &o. of Takoordoss Hattee’s petition. (24 September, 1824). 

Sir, 

I am directed by the Board of Revenue to acknowledge the 
receipt of your letter dated the 30th Ultimo with its enclosure and 
to desire that you will submit to the Board in the prescribed manner 
a translation of the Petition presented to you by Takoordoss Hattee 
you will be pleased at the same time to forward to them the 1 roceed- 
ings of the Investigation alluded to in your letter, f 

203. Board’s reply to the Offg. Collector of Burdwan’s letter res Burdwan 
affairs. (24 September, 1824). 

Sir, 

1 am directed by the Board of Revenue to acknowledge the receipt 
of your letter of the 7th Instant with the Proceedings held by the 
Collector which it mentioned to accompany it. 

# Board of Revenue. Procgs. 24 Sept., 1824, No. 43. 

t Board of Revenue, Procgs. 24 Sept., 1824, No. 45. 
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authority having been given by the Board for cancelling the 
demand of sicca Rupees 15. 13. 10. stated to have been due to 
Government by the abkars in Burdwan for September and October- 
last, the balance so cancelled by Mr. Digby may for the present stand 
at his personal debit- The subject however, having been brought to 
the notice of Government in a late report from Mr. Molony has been 
forwarded to Mr. Digby for such explanation as he may be desirous of 
offering on the several points stated in it, the Board postpone passing 
any resolution on this particular subject in as far as relates to Mr. 
Digby personally until they receive his reply to the report. 

3. The Board desire that you will forward for their inspection the 

Proceeding 4. Proceedings held by you which are stated to 

share that these balances were subsequently 
collected by the abkarree Tuhseeldar and Mohurrer at their private 
residence and on their own account, also that the regular system of 
extortion to which you allude was practised by Govindprusad Roy the 
Tuhsildar—The Board conclude the Magistrate in consequence of your 
communication to him will have pursued the proper and regular 
course in regard to this individual You will of course, however, 
keep Mr. Molony informed of every circumstance which may be 
necessary to enable him to prosecute with success the charges against 
Govindprusad. 

4. Until the Board shall have had before them the Proceedings 
called for, they can not of course issue any orders on the reference 
made in the 6th paragraph of your letter. 

5. You will be pleased to transmit to the Board without delay the 
advertisement mentioned in the 7th paragraph and the Board desire 
that you will forthwith return to the abkars whatever premium or Bonus 
you may have received for their Licenses under the arrangement 
noticed in that and the following paragraph of your letter— ^ ou will 
also discontinue the demand of the premium in future as being wholly 
irregular and quite inadmissible.' 

204. Board’s letter to Mr, Digby asking to expedite submission of his 
explanations on several points in Mr. Molony’s supplementary report on 
Burdwan embezzlement affair. (24 September, 1824). 

Sir, 

I am directed by the Board of Revenue to acknowledge the receipt 
of your letter of the 22d Instant with its enclosure and to state to 
you that as the Board are desirous of including in their report 

* Board of Revenue, Procgs. 24 Sept., 1824, No. 47. 
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Government in that letter the explanations which you may wish 
to offer On the several points touching your official conduct stated 
in the papers forwarded to you with my dispatch of the 21st Instant 
the Board request you will expedite your reply to that dispatch.* 


205. Letter from the Offg. Collector of Burdwan to the Board of Revenue 
informing of the steps taken by him to bring the several departments of his 
office to order. (27 September, 1824). 

Sir, 

In continuation of my letter under date the 16th ultimo I have 
the honor to transmit the accompanying roobacarree for the 
information of the Board and beg that their particular attention 
may be given to it, as from a perusal thereof, they will be 
enabled, to form some idea of the difficulties I have had to 
encounter, and the exertions I have made, to surmount those 
difficulties and bring the several Departments of the Office into 
some tangable state of organization. 

P. ^d. The Board will observe that no lists have been kept 
of the records and that the head of each Department instead of 
making over papers and nuttees to the record Office, have retained 
them in their several sherishtas some having in their possession 
all the documents that have accumulated for these last ten years— 
to check this irregularity 1 immediately directed each individual 
to make over all these records to the mahavis Dufter, receiving 
from him, a receipt for the same and to continue this practice daily 
the record Officers are now employed in making out an accurate 
and comprehensive list of the records, but many months must 
transpire ere they can complete their task, 

P. 3d. It is quite impossible to ascertain with any degree of 
certainty what particular records have been made away with—the 
record Office is rather a confined room in the Cutcherry and the 
papers from not having been occasionally aired are much injured 
by white ants and rats. I have taken measures to remove these 
evils and purport after the conclusion of the rains to have all 
the papers exposed to the sun for two or three successive days. The 
state of the Building in consequence of last years inundations is much 
in want of repair. 

P. 4th. The Board will 1 trust approve of the measures I have 
adopted with respect to Gopeemohun Chowdree and Gour Mohun 
Chowdree the former Naib Moonshee, and the latter Persian Mohurer, 
the inconvenience arising from the employment of new and inexperi- 

* Board of Revenue, Frocgs. 24 Sept., 1824, No. 49 & 50. 
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enced Officers together with the difficulty in procuring persons qualified 
for the situation in question ; have induced me not to suspend these 
two individuals, who have continued undetected for these last ten 
years appropriating to themselves part of the public money the yearly 
amounts embezzled is doubtless very small nor is the whole sum of 
much moment it is the system that so much requires checking the 
readiness with which Gopeemohun and his brother Gourmohun have 
come forward to make good the deficiency, as specified in the 
roobakaree is another reason for my continuing them in employ having 
merely deprived the Persian mohurer of the Tuhseeldaree of Imah 
muntushur of this Imah no interest accounts have been kept bofore 
i 22 I B.. S, nor can the luhseeldar of Imah Burdwan the mohurruree 
I uhseel of Nuddea Kharja or the mohurruree Tuhseel of Imah 
Kursoonda produce, any sood accounts for an earlier period ; the 
reason assigned is that interest was only partially collected and no 
accounts retained 1 have not as yet had an opportunity of minutely 
examining the sood accounts of the three last named Tuhseeldars 
so soon as 1 have done so the result of my enquiries shall be made 
known to the Board without delay. 

P- 5th. In the last paragraph of my letter under date 23d Instant I 
adverted to the very unsatisfactory state of the Chackeran sherista 
this Department has also come under investigation as detailed in the 
Rooboocary Juggut Mitter formerly mohurer but lately nominally a 
canongoe but in reality the Chackeran mohurer was not forthcoming 
on my taking Charge of this Collectorship within these few days I suc¬ 
ceeded in securing his attendance at Office and immediately required 
him to render an account of his Office: he denied his having had 
anything to do with the Chackeran department, since his nomination 
to a canongoship 1 explained the unreasonableness of such assertions 
as I had the most satisfactory proof of his ne ver having joined the 
latter situation and that he in conjunction with his brother, who was 
not attached to the Collectors establishment, had regularly carried on 
the duties, and kept the accounts, moreover that he had accompanied 
Mr. Digby on his deputation in 1823-1824 in the capacity of Chackeran 
mohurer subsequently to his having obtained the other appointment,— 
he here produced the records taken with him on that occasion 
together with the proceedings of Mr. Digby—those papers bearing 
Collectors signature did not extend beyond the depositions of a few 
villagers, without any final orders being passed. It appears also that 
Mr. Digby had deputed this Juggut Mitter to make further enquiries 
upon which plea he retained at his private residence all the records 
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taken into the mofussil on account of this aforesaid deputation thus 
has he had them in his possession for six months without even restor¬ 
ing them to the Office or rendering any account of his proceedings to 
Mr. Digby this mohurer and canoongo obstinately refused to give any 
assistance in the examination of his sherishta, persisting in his being 
unconnected with that Department, and therefore not responsible ; to 
this 1 could not assent and on finding that he would not produce the 
documents that were missing or give any account of his Jumma 
Wassil Bawkee for 1229 & 1250 B.S. I made him over to the Dewanny 
Jail under regulation 3 of 1794.—there to remain until favored with the 
orders of the Board. 1 would recommend his release but at the same 
time being dismissed and pronounced incapable of ever serving the 
Government again in any capacity. 

P. 6th. In adverting to the Ishtehar, which will be seen from 
the accompanying Roobacaree, cannot now be 
found in the Office, 1 beg to state that it was 
issued by Mr. Elliot after the conclusion of the 
correspondence noted in the margin the money of 
course still remains in deposit and before it can 
be carried to the credit of Government another 
Ishtehar giving notice that after the expiration 
of six months from the date all the unclaimed deposits specified in the 
Ishtehar will be placed to the account of Government. 

P. 7th. The Board may deem the guilt of the individual Offi¬ 
cers now brought to their notice to be of such a magnitude as to de¬ 
mand dismissal or suspension from their appointments—under any 
other circumstances 1 would have at once suspended the Persian 
mohurir and Naib Moonshee but as so many removals have taken 
place lately 1 wish to avoid further embarrassment and detriment to the 
performance of the duties entrusted to my charge by employing any 
more new servants unacquainted with the routine of business—I am 
fully pursuaded a recurrence of the circumstance may not be apprehen¬ 
ded, if the Collector gives a moderate share of attention to the duties 
of the several departments and enters into the minutia of this Office.* 


Collrs first report 
March 10th 1818. 
Board’s reply 13th 
March 1818. 

Collectors second 
report March 27th 
1818. Boards reply 
authorizing the issu¬ 
ing of the Ishtehar 
31st March 1818. 


206. Mr. Digby’s letter to the Board informing that he was preparing a 
reply to Mr. Molony’s supplementary report. (4 October, 1824). 

Sir, 

1 have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 
30th September, with the annexed copy of a letter addressed to the 
Board by Mr. Secretary Mackenzie, 

* Board of Revenue, Procgs. 29 Oct.* 1824, No. 24. 


miSTffy 


SELECTIONS FROM OFFICIAL LETTERS AND DOCUMENTS 

Debilitated as 1 am I have been preparing a reply to the second 
report forwarded by Mr. Molony to Government which 1 hope to be 
able to complete by Wednesday next the sixth instant.* 

207. Mr. Digby’s letter to the Board submitting explanations on several 
points in Mr. Molony’s supplementary report on the Burdwan embezzlement 
affair. (9 October, 1824). 

Sir, 

1 have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 
21st Ultimo, with its enclosures, and proceed with as much expedi¬ 
tion as my present situation and the debilitated state of my health 
will allow to give the explanations required respecting the affairs 
at Burdwan, noticed in Mr. Molony’s supplementary report of the 10th 
September last. 

2nd. In the 2nd paragraph of that Gentleman’s letter he states that 
“a gross imposition ’’ had been practiced upon me in regard to the 
persons who became security for Govind prusad Roy, the Tusseeldar 
of abkaree; this security being represented to him as a common 
Mohurrer on a salary of 12 Rupees a Month, and not possessed of 
20 Rupees worth of property. From the information 1 have lately re¬ 
ceived, I believe that Gentleman to have been misled in his estimation 
of the security’s property, since it is stated to have been very 
recently estimated at Sicca Rupees 6,000 on this person’s offering 
to the Magistrate to become security for Radhaprusad Roy, 
when lately prosecuted in the Fouzdarry Court by the Treasurer. 
With regard to the smallness of the situation held by the security, 
it is very common to find natives of much greater property than 
this security, in the employ of Government on salaries of 10. 20 or 
30 Rupees a Month. Moreover as Mr. Molony reports, that "the 
abkarry Tuhseeldar has filed a petition of plaint contesting the 
demand” (of Sicca Rupees 1987. 12. 5.) producing of course sureties 
for the said sum, as prescribed by the existing Regulations and as 
Govindprusad, 1 am told, produced security to such amount as was 
deemed requisite by the Magistrate on his being charged by Mr. 
Armstrong with embezzlement these two additional securities afford 
an assurance of the recovery of any sum that may be legally 
due from him to Government independent of his former security. 
It is however quite possible that an attempt should be made in the 
present circumstances to make this security appear nugatory, as 

* Board of Revenue, Procgs. 19 Oct., 1824, No. 12C. 
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the security himself, on seeing his property threatened with 
attachment on account of the abkarry Tuhseelclar, may very 
naturally wish to conceal or induce others to prefer claims upon 
it, in order to save himself from loss, especially when he knows 
there is a strong party among the native officers who being very 
inimical to the former ones would very glad to aid him in this 
concealment with the view of throwing blame on the former proceed¬ 
ings in the Collectorship. 

3rd. On the representations made to me by several abkars, 
that the severe losses suffered from the extensive inundation in 
1823 had occasioned a falling off in the sale of their Liquors for 
some weeks. I while in the Mofussil during the last cold season, 
examined the witnesses produced by the abkars to discover the 
truth or falsehood of their representations, and from the deposi¬ 
tions taken, ascertained their petition to be well founded I did 
not consequently insist on realizing the balance then due from them 
but specified the same as unrecovered in the Jumma Wassil 
Bawkee and in the annual Jumma Wassil Bawkee made up at 
the end of the Revenue year, and I at the same time promised 
to send a detailed report on the subject for the consideration of 
the Board which I could not accomplish on account of my 
subsequent indisposition. The representation made by Mr. Molony 
is that the abkarree Tuhseeldar, collected all these balances without 
carrying them to the credit of Government; and that Govind- 
prusaud Roy is in consequence charged by Mr. Armstrong with 
embezzlement, which therefore being a matter now under trial 
before the Magistrate, the result will in due course be known to 
the Board. 

In reference to the 4th and 5th Paragraphs of Mr. Molony’s 
letter, J beg to state that 1 never adopted any new mode of collect¬ 
ing or of receiving abkarry or other Revenue which should have 
rendered it incumbent on me to obtain the previous sanction of the 
Board. The fact is that having found that the former stamp Darogah 
frequently made use of the money remitted to him by Mofussil Venders, 
in opposition to the rules acted upon by my predecessors 1, with a 
view to remedy this abuse, in my Purwanah alluded to by Mr. 
Molony, ordered Ramhurry Mitter, the succeeding stamp Tuhseeldar, 
to deliver into the Treasury without loss of time whatever sum 
or sums should be sent him by the Mofussil Venders, and have 
the same carried to the Credit of Government in the books of the 
Treasury documents as much as the seah Book of the Treasurer, 
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since money coming into Treasury from all the branches of 
revenue, has always been credited first in the Books of the Podars. 
I at the same time further ordered him to receive acknowledgements 
for such sum or sums from the Potdars, and to have the said sums 
regularly credited in the Government accounts as usual, also to 
deliver receipts forthwith for the same, to the Mofussil Venders, in 
order that no fraud might be practised upon the Mofussil Venders 
on the one hand by the Darogah on stamps by the 1 reasurer on the 
other. In explaining this subject, allow me to express my approbation 
of the conduct of Ramhurry Mitter who though charged with the 
management of such a large quantity of stamps in the Burdwan 
Collectorship, is proved to have delivered up to the Ireasury 
every pice he collected, although under the particular circumstances 
related by Mr. Molony the Acting Collector has refused him credit for 
Sicca Rupees 5,186. 10 annas. 

5th. Mr. Molony observes in the 2nd Paragraph of his letter that 
the balances demanded of the stamp Darogah and the Abkarree 
Tuhseeldar will not he thinks, be easily realized. I agree with him 
in this supposition because the latter Officer has already filed as before 
stated, a petition of plaint contesting the demand, and Mr. Molony 
intimates in the 4th paragraph of his letter, that the former is about 
to do so, and as it is more than probable or at least very possible 
that they will prove to the satisfaction of the Court that each has 
delivered up the sum demanded of him to the Treasury according 
to the general usage, judgement under such circumstances, being 
given in their favor, there will be little or no prospect of realizing 
these sums from the Treasurer. Mr. Molony having given back to his 
security Rajiblochun Roy at his request the security Bond, executed 
by him, as that Gentleman states in the 1st paragraph of his report. 

6th. At any rate the decision of the Court in favor of either paity 
is at present doubtful, and several demands have, I am informed since 
been made, upon the Treasurer by Canoongoes and others, for their 
respective salaries, on the ground that they have not been received 
by them though placed under the head of disbursements, I therefore 
apprehend that Mr. Molony’s restoration of the security Bond to the 
surety of the Treasurer, without any previous reference to the Board 
will prove disadvantageous to Government besides according to the 
existing Regulations, the interest of the sum embezzled is demandable 
from the surety from the time he is called upon for payment to the 
date of the deficiency being made up ; but in this case the interest is 
1 believe still unpaid. 
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^ 7th. In order to show that there was confusion in the accounts 
Mr. Molony refers in his 5th paragraph to a statement (A) of sums of 
money paid out of the Treasury on account of the salaries of native 
Officers during the intervals between the removal of an Officer, and 
the appointment of his successor, which sums amounting to Sicca 
Rupees 839. 15 annas 6 Gundas 3 Cowries were it appears charged in 
the Treasury Books under the head of the disbursements, and not 
recredited to the Government. Ihe same sort of irregularity was 
formerly noticed by me in my letter to the Board of July 1822 or 23 
respecting the conduct of Dabee Surkar the former Khazanchee, who 
was thereupon ordered to refund the sums which in such cases of 
vacancy he had failed to recredit to the Government among other 
cases, it was found that even when one officer (Debnarain Bhose) in 
favor of whose conduct Mr. Molony spoke so highly in his former 
report was promoted to the office of head Sheristadar, he continued to 
draw also from the Treasury the salary of his former situation, as 
noticed in my report to the Board of June 1823. Indeed such irregula¬ 
rities are always very liable to be attempted but fortunately are also 
sure of being ultimately discovered, and I perceive by the first para¬ 
graph of Mr. Molony s letter that the sum demandable from the 
Treasurer on this account has been paid up to Government by the 
security of the Treasurer. 

8th. With regard to the intervals that occurred and the mode 
adopted in appointing Mofussil Venders as noticed in the same para¬ 
graph, 1 beg leave to state that in case of vacancies candidates did 
not readily appear for such small situations, at least candidates who 
could produce proper security ; and as I took every possible care to 
ascertain correctly their real circumstances before appointing them, 
some delay necessarily occurred, but 1 have reason to hope that 
Government will not sustain any loss by them, unless indeed some 
fraud be practised or countenanced by the new body of Native 
Officers. 

9. In explaining to the Board in his 7th paragraph what he 
supposes to have been **the facilities afforded for embezzling the 
public money ’ if Mr. Molony had said it was occasioned by my 
implicit confidence in the ireasurer, the assertion might have 
appeared very probable. But Mr. Molony having entirely exonerated 
the Treasurer. Shibnarain, from the blame of the embezzlement, 
attributes it to my confidence in other persons viz. Radhaprusad Roy 
and his relations. 1 he fact is that 1 placed as much confidence in the 
Sheristadars and other principal Officers with regard to the affairs 
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under their charge as I placed in Shibnarain with regard to the Trea¬ 
sury as noticed in the 11 and 13 paragraphs of my former letter, and 
my placing “implicit confidence*’ in him would it appears to me be 
more likely to afford him an opportunity of betraying his trusts and 
committing the embezzlement which took place, than the confidence I 
might have reposed in one of the heads of another Department, and 
before Mr. Molony found fault with the reliance placed on these, or 
on any individual Officer among them, he should have shown that 
individual to be unworthy of it, from not discharging properly the 
duties attached to his situation. But that gentleman has failed to 
prove this even with regard to Radhaprusad Roy against whom he 
has directed so large a portion of his report, 1 have no wish to deny 
that I placed confidence in this Native Officer as far as I thought him 
deserving of it finding him always prompt and attentive to act, agree¬ 
ably to my directions; and 1 likewise placed confidence in Pettember 
Chatoorjea, Koojbeharry Roy, Moonshee Kubool Ullee, and others 
in as much as they appeared worthy of it, but I deny, that 1 ever 
placed undue confidence in Radhaprusad or any of the rest, or that 
I ever suffered him or them to transgresss my authority or tresspass 
beyond the bounds of their respective duties. 

10th, The whole scope and tenor of Mr, Molony’s supplementary 
report being to make it appear that Radhaprusad Roy was real 
Khazanchee and that Shibnarain was not, but had merely the name 
and that he was besides a person only fit to “stroll about the garden 
and draw figures on paper/ 'or if capable of any thing above these 
infantile occupations that the utmost stretch of his intellect was to 
scrawl his own name on pieces of paper placed before him : that he 
was in short so mentally weak and puerile as to be incapable of in¬ 
curring any moral responsibility; I feel at a loss to conceive how 
Mr. Molony under such an impression could think Shibnarain at all 
accountable for his actions or Rajeeblochun Roy equitably liable for 
a defalcation in a Treasury with which his son for whom he was 
security, is represented as having had no real connection; yet Mr. 
Molony thought it his duty to call upon Rajeeblochun Roy to make 
up the embezzlement thus considering Shibnarain as actually Trea¬ 
surer ; and thereby on this essential point, conforming in his proceed¬ 
ings with the real state of the case, although differing so widely from 
it in his language. 

11th. Mr. Molony in his 8th Paragraph, after quoting once more, 
the authority of the above reputed imbecile Shibnarain, repeats his 
own opinion that my official conduct appeared to be entirely influ- 
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by Radhaprusad Roy and that the only thing 1 did (with a very 
few exceptions) was to affix my name to papers which were presented 
to me by him.But in his 12 paragraph he gives a new statement of the 
matter representing me as signing “all the papers that were put before 
me” by two individuals viz. by Radhaprusad Roy and Pettember 
Chattorjea. At the same time he keeps entirely out of view the evi¬ 
dence given by some amlah3 who were examined ; that they had been 
themselves eye witnesses to my engaging even in the laborious duty 
of making translations of Persian and other native documents, for the 
purpose of exactly ascertaining the real facts and statements necessary 
to enable me to form a correct opinion on official matters that came 
before me, for my consideration, as noticed in the 41 paragraph of 
my last letter. It is true that for the last two months and upwards 1 
was unable to undergo the fatigue of attending to the whole details of 
my situation, on account of my severe illness (as noticed in the 2nd 
and other paragraphs of my former reply) which was well known to 
Mr. Molony, as well as to the native witnesses. 

12th. I beg leave positively to affirm that the statement contained 
in Mr. Molony's 12 paragraph as to only two Native Officers having 
access to me, is quite incorrect, since the heads of all the Departments 
under me had free access to me even at my own house, 1 am sorry 
to observe that Mr. Molony has entirely neglected the evidence given 
by the head Sheristadar and others not interested in supporting the 
views of the Treasurer, and that as 1 am informed he did not put the 
question at all with regard to the counting of the Treasure to those 
who were likely to give more impartial evidence, not even subpoena¬ 
ing several of this description. Mr. Molony has also in his report, 
although he had the whole proceedings before him, kept out of view 
the fact that several of the witnesses, whose evidence he has brought to 
bear against me and against Radhaprusad Roy, had before sworn quite 
the reverse when examined by me on the Hulluff nameh which is 
equivalent to an oath: Proceeding in this manner and attending only 
to what was advanced on my side he arrives at the conclusion that 
I never counted the cash as represented. On such negative and very 
partial testimony he takes upon him in the 10th paragraph to assert 
almost positively that I have never in person examined my Treasury 
more than once within the last 13 months, though I intimated my 
examinations of it to the accountant. From a supposition so formed 
and from another that only two of my native officers had access to 
me and brought me papers to sign, Mr. Mololy comes to the conclusion 
in (paragraph 12) that I signed “all (the papers) that were put before 
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me without reading them or being aware of their contents”. From 
such reasoning as this he does not hesitate thus to deduce an inference 
entirely destructive of my character. I forbear to make any remark 
on such proceedings, for 1 cannot comment upon them but in such 
language as my respect for the Board will not permit me to use. 

13. In the same 10th paragraph it is reported by Mr. Molony from 
the evidence given by the partisans of the Treasurer, that when on the 
occasion of the anonymous ShanuklolFs petition 1 counted the Trea¬ 
sure I did so in a hurried manner such evidence could only have been 
given with so strong a desire to criminate, as to produce not only a 
disregard of truth but even of probability. For what reason could I 
have had to be "hurried” as if in dread of being detected in the 
Commission of some nefarious crime, seeing I was in my own Treasury 
situated in the middle of my own compound and therefore in no dan¬ 
ger of interruption or intrusion. As on the receipt of the intimation 
from the Board that the existence of some malversation was reported by 
an anonymous informer, 1 proceeded suddenly to the Treasury without 
giving the least previous notice of my intention to any one whatever, 
and 1 had no reason to suspect that the Treasurer or any one else could 
be in the least prepared at that time for such visit: and therefore the 
investigation I made perfectly satisfied me that no embezzlement 
existed as alleged by the anonymous writer. Mr. Molony may easily 
indulge in such suppositions as that the bags of rupees were all pice 
or if this be impossible, that they were all counterfeit rupees and l see 
no limit to such suppositions when any man chooses to go beyond the 
bounds of probability. 

14th. I proceeded to the investigation not attended by Radhaprusad 
Roy in particular, as represented by Mr. Molony, but accompanied by 
several of my amlah and found the bags of pice as mentioned in my 
statement to the Board, separate from the bags of rupees : and as the 
anonymous Shanuk lol who made the report must have been one of 
the amlah or at least must have had a secret understanding with some 
person so intimately connected with the Revenue Department, as 
appears from the contents of his petition to the Board; if any fraud had 
been attempted to be practised in exhibiting the contents of the Trea¬ 
sury, some one of the Native Officers would no doubt have taken care 
through the above secret informer to point it out to the Board by 
another anonymous letter. This however never was done whch is a 
sufficient proof that even the masked slanderer Sanuklo! was satisfied 
that no room for a shadow of suspicion existed and therefore remained 
silent for so long a period as since been elapsed. 
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15th. The error of having stated in the memorandum of the cash 
Balance 23 notes of 250 Rupees each amount to 5,500 only is a mistake 
discoverable more easily from the summing up of figures than from 
the examination of notes, it is very obvious that their number 
ought to have been marked down twenty two, instead of twenty three, 
but if the error had arisen from any improper motive on the part of 
the writers it is more probable that the sum total should have been 
exaggerated in order to make up a particular amount than that the 
number of notes should have been thus most uselessly overrated. 
Indeed the 23 instead of 22 was most probably an error of the Copyist, 
and if any more important inference should be drawn from this 
discrepancy, it is this that persons conscious of any fraud are not 
likely to draw up their statements in a “loose manner’' I on the same 
occasion counted the stampt paper which, on charge being delivered 
over to Mr. Armstrong, was found to correspond exactly with the 
statement I made after this examination ; therefore the defalcation 
in the Treasury department cannot justly be attributed to any general 
cause operating from that time which would have equally effected 
all the departments. 

16th. Mr. Molony in his 13th Paragraph represented the influence 
of Radhaprusad Roy to have been such that none of the Officers dared 
to disobey his orders for fear of losing their situations and to support 
this view Mr. Molony adduces the evidence of the Dawk Moonshee 
Now this witness first swears that one of the Radhaprusad's orders 
was that he should “on no account take the Dawk Packets to Mr. 
Digby or allow them to be opened” except Radhaprusad or Ram- 
chunder Gangooly was present and that when opened the letters on 
service were to be sent to his house instead of being given to Mr. 
Digby. Then according to Mr. Molony’s report the same witness 
swears that he did disobey that order by “first of all taking the letters 
and shewing them to Mr. Digby” thus proving by his own conduct that 
he did dare to disobey Radhaprusad Roy and in fact that he would not 
pay attention to an order given by (or even through) Radhaprusad 
until it was confirmed by myself so that the instance given by Mr. 
Molony to support his view of the evidence proves the very reverse of 
the inference he wishes to draw from it, even if every word this 
witness spoke were true so averse was I to leave the Packets and 
letters to the charge of my native Officers, that when on any occasion 
for a short time absent from the station I peremptorily ordered the 
Dawk Moonshee to deliver the Packets to one of the Gentlemen in the 
service; when residing at the station 1 uniformly opened the packets 
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myself ; and when not opened in the Cutchery from the late arrival of 
the Dawk I ordered my old sircar Goluknarain to be always present at 
my own house on these occasions lest any of the papers should be lost 
or mislaid. Having read the letters on service 1 generally handed them 
over the same day or next morning to one of the amlah for the pur¬ 
pose of being kept apart until answered or filed among the official 
papers. When the letters came from the Revenue accountant 
regarding the Moorshedabad remittance during my severe illness 1 
may very probably have sent one of them to the Sheristadar or the 
1 reasurer that they might hasten the dispatch of the money : and it 
may from this circumstance have been locked up in a box kept in the 
Cutcherry for public business, but into which it seems the record 
keeper who had charge of it had put some private papers; Notwith¬ 
standing these private papers were in it Ramchunder discovered no 
other reluctance, 1 was informed, to deliver up the Key than that he 
could not be present when the Box was opened owing to his being that 
day kept in attendance at the Court as 1 am able to state with con¬ 
fidence from having been then at Burdwan. 

17th. In the conclusion of Mr. Molony’s former report he spoke of 
one bundle of papers, as having been found in two tanks, which 
I attributed to some mistake of the Copyist. But in the second report 
he also speaks of the same bundle of papers which was discovered in 
the tank near to Radhaprusad’s house (Paragraphs 13) and again a 
little further down he speaks of “these papers being found’* in various 
parts of the tanks. He afterwards in the close of the paragraphs uses 
the word “bundles” therefore I am unable to discover with any degree 
of certainty from his reports whether he means to say that all the 
papers alluded to were tied up in one bundle, or in different bundles, or 
whether they were found in one or two or more tanks; but in regard to 
this subject 1 beg to refer the Board to the 39th paragraph of my former 
letter. Radhaprusad Roy whom these detached fragments of papers 
are intended to criminate, is spoken of by Mr. Molony in his 15th 
paragraph, as a person distinguished for ‘ ‘ability and intrigue” and it 
might have occurred to him therefore that as I before observed the 
best mode any man in his sense (not to speak of a person of “ability 
and intrigue” could think of for preserving or destroying dangerous 
papers, would be to immerse them enclosed in wax-cloth partly under 
and partly above water as these are said to have been) in an exposed 
situation near to his house where they must be discovered. The strong 
party who were interested in making an impression to Radhaprusad’s 
prejudice might easily put in practice so obvious an expedient for 
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having at the time free access to the public documents they might 
easily purloin the fragment of Official papers said to be found placed 
in so singular and suspicious situations and one of the Cabal, Shib- 
narain the Treasurer, being a connection of Radhaprusad and also of 
Ramchunder might, naturally, be in possession of private Letters 
belonging to them, scraps of which might as reported be thrust into the 
Bundle or Bundles mentioned. The wax or seals of Official letters and * 
the old envelopes bearing of course the signature of the Secretary to 
the Board, are commonly carried away by the Dufturees or other in¬ 
ferior persons who clear the public offices and therefore every person 
of unbiassed judgement will, 1 think, be of opinion that the existence 
of such materials wrapped up in wax-cloth and so curiously disposed 
of was a mere trick played upon him by his enemies. 

18th. Mr. Molony in his 9th paragraph particularly remarks on the 
circumstance of Radhaprusad Roy being addressed at Burdwan by the 
title of Dewan, and looked up to with respect although it is well known 
that in the Mofussil this title is commonly bestowed on any decent 
sircar, who accompanies a gentleman in the service from Calcutta, 
and even on the sircars of Indigo planters and others out of the 
service, therefore it is not at all surprising that this degree of respect 
was paid to Radhaprusad Roy who was entitled to consideration from 
the respectability of his family even although he had not held any 
public situation, a circumstance which 1 hope Mr. Molony would 
not wish to be regarded but as the reverse of derogatory. He as well 
as the other Gentleman formerly at the Station will recollect that 
Gooroodass Mookerjea a cousin of Radhaprusad’s when residing there 
some years ago, was looked up to with the same kind of respect 
although he held no public situation, being merely Dewan to the late 
young Rajah of Burdwan, yet from a similar feeling towards this 
Member of Radhaprusad’s family he was also treated with greater 
deference than any others who formerly held the same situation, and 
it is not necessary for me to inform the Board of the disposition of 
the natives of all classes to bestow voluntary respect on persons of 
good education, and of respectable family. The Mr. Burton men¬ 
tioned in the report or some of his sircars may have had a personal 
acquaintance with Radhaprusad Roy which might induce him to 
address a letter in the manner described, giving Radhaprusad a power 
to open it for the purpose of introducing the subject to me, but 
whatever were his motives I cannot be accountable for an irregularity 
in the address of a letter committed by a person 60 miles distant over 
whom I had no controul* 
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19th. In the 15 paragraph Mr. Molony notices that when I was 
sometime absent from the station last cold season, one of the 
Treasury keys and the general management of the office at the 
sudder station, were committed to the charge of Ramchunder 
Gangoly, the Mohafez Dufter. There being no explanation afforded 
in the report of the signification attached by Mr. Molony to the 
phrase “general management” nor any particulars specified by him 
which might serve as a guide to his meaning, I am at a loss to 
understand it. But as to the keys of the Treasury,' I beg leave to 
state that while, Shibnarain was on probation as Acting Khazanchee, 

1 did not leave the whole of them in his hands beyond business hours 
—and when I was absent from the sudder station with some of my 
principal Officers and had occasion now and then to send for the head 
Sheristadar I left the key mentioned with a native officer who might 
remain there permanently in order that the Treasury business should 
not be interrupted in my absence, and I considered Ramchunder 
Gangoly worthy of this charge, having found him to be trust-worthy 
and active, and as Mr. Molony observes possessed of “ability* \ 
But during the whole time Shibnarain having a separate key of his 
own, no one could have access to the Treasury without his permission 
and the use of the key in his possession. 

20. With respect to the discrepancies noticed in Statements C & D 
in the Treasury accounts of Bank notes and Mr. Molony*s conjectures 
in the 16th and other Paragraphs about the mode in which the 
embezzlement was effected, every one 1 think will readily agree with 
him that such a thing was most likely to be committed through means 
of the Bank notes, since they are most easily removed without 
observation. On this subject there is hardly any room for difference 
of Opinion ; but the point to be enquired into is by whom they were 
removed. In order to ascertain this with certainty I am informed 
that a petition has been presented to the Acting Collector by Radha- 
prusad Roy for copies of the Collections sent to the Treasury by the 
Rajah of Burdwan from which I am told he feels assured of being 
able to discover that the notes of a very considerable sum abstracted 
had been paid to the Rajah on account of the Putney Talooks held 
of him by the Treasurer's father; and that the same notes were 
actually remitted into the Treasury in part of the Revenue due to 
Government from the Rajahs estates, such a fact as this would I 
think be perfectly conclusive. Although the Government sustains no 
actual loss from the discrepancies between the amount of Bank notes 
received and disbursed by the Treasurer and that actually entered 
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in the Books 


an unauthorised and reprehensible producing. 

21. Mr. Molony writes in his 20th Paragraph regarding the 
remittance to Moorshedabad that “Radhaprusad Roy determined” it 
should be confined to the sum of one lack and a half of Rupees. 
Having already explained the circumstances in the 8th paragraph of 
my former letter, I need not repeat them here. But from Mr. Molony’s 
own statement it appears that supposing no embezzlement to have 
existed, the cash in the Treasury could not then exceed three lacks of 
rupees but must have fluctuated between this sum and two lacks and 
a half and that on the 8th of July by which time the remittances 
ought to have been completed, the cash balance supposing the 
Treasurer’s conduct to have been perfectly correct, should only have 
amounted to Sa. Rs. 288279. 15. 7. 2. The demands upon the 
Treasury amounting to three lacks a half which the cash in hand was 
thus inadequate to meet, 1 found it expedient either to wait for an 
additional collection or obtain permission of the Revenue Accountant 
to send a lack and a half only to Moorshedabad with a view to being 
able also to discharge at least the assignment to Radahnugur. This 
is the situation in which things stood as far as 1 can refresh my 
memory. 


22d. With regard to the letters addressed to Colonel Bird, on 
this occasion, I beg leave to state that as it had been customary, when 
a large sum of money was remitted for the guard escorting it to be 
placed under the command of a Military Gentleman rather than a 
Native Officer, finding that a Saabadar was entrusted with this duty 
on the present occasion and not having received in reply to my 
proposal for sending only one lack and a half of rupees any parti¬ 
cular instructions from the Revenue Accountant about the manner 
in which this remittance was to be escorted, 1 wished to see the order 
specifying the sum to be remitted in this unusual manner. According 
to my first intention a lack and a half was to have been sent; but 
having seen the positive orders to send two lacks, it became 
necessary to detain the guard for a day until the additional fifty 
thousand was also counted and packed; and I gave positive orders 
to the treasurer to expedite the despatch of the whole sum required. 
If it be Judicially established that the Podars played off the trick 
represented by Mr. Molony of counting the same rupees five or six 
times over, conniving possibly at the embezzlement, they will be 
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justly punishable as well as those with whom they may have concerted 
such an artifice. The allegation respecting Radhaprusad Roy having 
pawned Bank Notes about this time, 1 shall notice in the concluding 
part of my letter. 

23. Mr. Molony observes in his 27th paragraph that “the 50,000 
rupees in Cash which the Chelan shows to have been paid by the 
Rajah on the 8th July were not carried to credit in the seah till the 
10th, the day after the two lacks were despatched and then too it 
was carried to credit not as cash, but as if it had been paid in notes’’. 
At the time this transaction took place I was quite unable from the 
state of my health to pay strict attention to these affairs. But in 
delivering over charge before 1 left Burdwan, 1 found that the 
Chellan referred to, although it showed that part of the money was 
paid in “Cash” and part in “Notes” left a blank in the spaces 
opposite, which should have contained the particulars of the sum in 
Cash and the sum in Bank Notes; merely the total amount of both 
being given ; which afforded the Treasurer an opportunity of marking 
down whatever portion of it he pleased as cash and all the rest as 
notes. It therefore appears to me self-evident that in this transaction 
there had been a collusion between the Treasurer and the Rajah of 
Burdwan. 

24. Mr. Molony in his 27th Paragraph also writes that on the 25th 
of June Mr. Watts the Resident at Radanagur was informed officially 
by me “that if he would send his Podar, the amount of his assignment 
should be paid but after the Podar had arrived I “on the 14th of 
July wrote to say that in consequence of having been ordered to remit 
two lacks to Moorshedabad and having paid the remaining balance of 
cash in” my “Treasury to the resident at Hurripaul” I “cannot send” 
him “the amount”. In my former letter 1 stated that 1 had promised 
to Mr. Watts to discharge the assignment to him when his Podar 
should arrive, which 1 was in expectation of after the remittance had 
been sent to Moorshedabad ; but the Podar from Hurripaul arriving 
for that assignment and no Podar coming from Radanagur, I ordered 
the Khazanchee to pay the assignment forthwith to the Hurripaul 
Podar, and wrote to Mr. Watts not to send his Podar immediately, as 
1 had remitted two lacks to Moorshedabad and ordered the fifty thou¬ 
sand as directed to be paid to Hurripaul; after which I understood 
there would not remain a sufficient sum for Radanagur. 1 his is the 
purport of the information I wished to convey, but not having my 
letters to refer to I cannot say whether or not the expressions used in 
then; were such as to give occasion to the confusion that appears in the 
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of the matter given by Mr. Molony wherein the remittance 
ordered to Hurripaul is spoken of as performed and positively past, 
and that to Moorshedabad, which was actually past, is spoken of 
as only ordered, and therefore possibly still to be performed; these 
assertions being in both cases exactly the reverse of the real fact 
and a complete transposition of the circumstances alluded to, in regard 
to time, and a transposition also which no one could have any object 
in making; since it would make it appear that one lack and a half less 
had been disbursed from the Treasury than was actually the case 1 
might speak of the Hurripaul assignment as actually paid under the 
impression that the Treasurer had obeyed the order given him to this 
effect as he ought to have done. But of this 1 am at least certain that 
Mr. Molony must be incorrect in stating that my letter to Mr. Watts 
abovementioned was written after his Podar had arrived for the 
money; since it was the arrival of the Podar from Hurripaul which 
occasioned me to write to Mr.Watts not to send his Podar immediately. 
Afterwards finding that the Khazanchee instead of obeying my orders 
by paying the Hurripaul assignment, had found means to pacify the 
Podar so that although the cash was not delivered to him as ordered 
by me he never appeared before me to complain of the delay for the 
succeeding 14 days; when the embezzlement was discovered, and 1 of 
course then sent intimation to Hurripaul that the money could not be 
remitted. 

25. In reference to Mr. Molony’s 28th paragraph 1 beg leave to ob¬ 
serve that in the ordinary routine of business Letters written according 
to common forms are usually drawn out by the writers in every office, 
the gentleman at the head of it merely finding it necessary to give them 
a slight revision. Letters of this kind drawn by my writers sometimes 
required from me little or no correction; and during my severe illness 
about this time, it became necessary when 1 had any thing to write, 
that some one should act as my amanuensis, which accounts for the 
draught being, as Mr. Molony mentions, not in my hand writing. But 
in such cases. Gentlemen are nevertheless as anxious, 1 believe, to 
see that the contents of the Letters are proper before they sign them, 
as if they were written by themselves ; at least 1 can positively affirm 
that notwithstanding my debilitated state was such that 1 could hardly 
sign my name I took as much pains as it was possible for me to do. 
Mr. Molony from finding draughts written under such circumstances 
not in my handwriting, deduces the conclusion that when the letters 
“were copied out for despatch they must have been signed by” me 
“without*’ my “having read them or being aware of their contents”* 
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Trom this the Board will be able to decide how far Mr. Molony is 
correct in his mode of drawing inferences, 

26* The conduct of Radhaprusad Roy being in the course of Judi¬ 
cial investigation, to avoid prejudging the case, I forbear remarking on 
any circumstances but a few that have a more immediate reference to 
myself and have been represented in a manner that tends to injure me in 
the estimation of Government. After viewing the extraordinary indus¬ 
try used in collecting circumstances of this kind, which, with the help 
of the very strong colouring put upon them and the far strained infer¬ 
ences drawn by Mr. Molony, are capable of bearing an unfavourable 
construction, 1 cannot help being of opinion that Mr. Molony s mind 
has been too open to receive impressions from the party of intriguers 
at Burdwan who have been so long labouring to thwart the proceedings 
and torture and misrepresent the conduct of the persons employed 
under me in the collectorship. This hostility was powerfully instigated 
by the Rajah of Burdwan who regarded Radhaprusad Roy, as his 
personal enemy* as declared in the Persian Petition presented by 
the Rajah to the Board, in May last. This enmity of the Rajah was 
occasioned? I understand, by a Lawsuit instituted against him 
by the Ranees his Daughters-in-law in which they were assisted by 
the abovementioned Gooroodass Mookerjea, Radhaprusads cousin, 
and afterwards by himself to put them in possession of the Rajah s 
estate as heiresses of their deceased husband; and as the Rajah? on 
account of his very extensive landed property, had upwards of 
three-fourths of the district under his influence? his efforts to revenge 
himself on Radhaprusad and his family have been unbounded. 
The Rajah and his dependants in revenge for my not having ridded 
them of a person so obnoxious to them, have laboured to misrepresent 
the degree of confidence I reposed in Radhaprusad Roy by giving 
a certain turn to every little circumstance, although in itself altogether 
indifferent and the Treasurer to escape the consequences of his 
embezzlement has naturally sought protection from the same cabal. 
On the details furnished in Mr. Molony’s report to induce a belief that 
1 was under the influence of Radhaprusad Roy I may make this 
general observation, that if I were to adopt the same line of conduct 1 
might easily make out as many specious appearances to show that 
Mr. Molony in drawing out his Report was entirely imbued with the 
opinions of the leaders of this cabal at Burdwan* I might for instance 
observe that from such a source only could I expect to proceed the 
charge of signing indiscriminately all papers put before me without 
ever reading them or knowing their contents; such an extraordinary 
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being most likely to occur to the mind of persons much 
below Mr. Molony in education and talent. 

27. 1 shall only add a few additional observations from which 
the Board may judge whether or not Mr. Molony has entered upon 
the examination of this subject with an unbiassed mind. 

28. Although the general tenor of his remarks throughout the 
Report, is to induce a belief that Radhaprusad Roy had the sole 
controul of the money in the Treasury, Mr. Molony states in his 
14 paragraph that when Radhaprusad wanted money for any private 
purpose as to “make a remittance to Calcutta or to pay shop bills*’ 
he had to apply to Ramdhun Chatoorjea the Deputy Treasurer under 
Shibnarain. Mr. Molony does not observe the inconsistency of 
supposing that a person would need to have his pecuniary wants 
supplied by others, if he had the whole Treasury under his controul, 
besides all the Bank notes of the Treasury in his own hands as 
represented. 

29. In paragraph 20 Mr. Molony appears to repose entire con¬ 
fidence in the deposition of a common Mookhtar who swore that 
Radhaprusad Roy in giving him some notes had confessed to him 
that he was guilty of abstracting them from the Treasury. This man 
it is stated ‘‘deposed to having received the Bank notes direct from 
the hands of Radhaprusad Roy at the Collector’s Cutchery* ; and that 

Radhaprusad told him at the time that he had taken them out of 
the i reasury 0 And Mr. Molony feels no difficulty whatever in 
believing that a person whom he describes as remarkable for “ability 
and intrigue should quite needlessly accuse himself of embezzlement 
and openly deliver over the notes embezzled in a public Cutchery 
with a voluntary confession of his guilt. 

30. In the 24th paragraph of Mr. Molony’s report it is stated 
that Ramdhun Chatoorjea declared that when he was ill Radhaprusad 
having come to him, he signed a receipt of Sa. Rs. 80,000 without 
ever receiving any part of this money. Mr. Molony in his former 
report described this Ramdhun as an “old hand shrewd and of some 
experience ; yet he expresses no doubt whatever about the truth 
of the assertion of this “old shrewd experienced hand’*, that he gave 
a receipt for so large a sum as eighty thousand rupees, without 
receiving a pice of it and remained twelve months afterwards with¬ 
out getting any written acknowledgement from Radhaprusad Roy for 
this sum to counteract the effect of the receipt, or making the least 
complaint. However it is but justice to Mr. Molony to state that 
he believes this not on the strength of evidence already given, but on 
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evidence yet to come. For he says that “some evidence has already 
been taken and more will be forthcoming to show that this really 
happened *. Unless however his mind were strongly predisposed to 
credit such an extraordinary story, he would have considered the 
future evidence as doubtful until the nature of it were actually seen 
And an unbiassed mind would admit that the testimony to come is as 
likely to prove quite the reverse of what Mr. Molony takes for 
granted. 

31. In his 22d paragraph Mr. Molony speaks positively as to a 
Talook being purchased by Radhaprusad Roy, calling the person by 
whom 1 am told it was really purchased “fictitious” without any exa¬ 
mination of the documents connected with the sale and even without 
waiting for the evidence of the purchaser who, I am informed, is 
actually in the employ of Government and has been subpoened 
accordingly by the Magistrate to appear before the Court. 

32. In his 26th paragraph Mr. Molony states in the most positive 
manner possible that “Radhaprusad Roy took and pawned the halves 
of Bank notes of which the other halves had been remitted to the 
f reasury on the 30th of June and raised the sum of 14,000 rupees 
upon them. This (Mr. Molony continues) is “in evidence strongly , 
the Podar to whom they were pawned having deposed to the fact”. 
In consequence of this strong assertion I thought it proper to ascertain 
what was the exact tenor of the evidence given by the Podar, and I 
send herewith an authenticated copy of his deposition which was 
sent me by Radhaprusad Roy together with a translation by Mr. 
W. C. Blackquire, from which the Board will be pleased to judge 
whether Mr. Molony is justified in making such a report of evidence, 
and thereupon giving a declaration so prejudicial to the character of 
an individual. 

33. Mr. Molony all along taking it entirely for granted that the 
story made up by the Treasurer, in his own defence, is true, and 
consequently that Radhaprusad Roy is guilty, continually labours 
throughout his report to reconcile every circumstance he has heard, 
however irrelevant in itself, to this preconceived notion. In the 29th 
paragraph he affirms positively (without hinting at all on what sort of 
foundation the statement rests) as if from his own personal knowledge, 
that Radhaprusad Roy knew of the embezzlement before my leave of 
absence; and was anxiously labouring to raise the money deficient in 
preparation for giving over the Treasure, to the Gentlema© who 
should be deputed to act, for me and that the failure of these attempts 
to raise the money before the time fixed for my departure caused the 
57 
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of the defalcation. I cannot help observing that the above 
view of the matter is quite inconsistent with my own personal 
knowledge of Radhaprusad’s conduct. For had he known my removal 
had been calculated to involve him in such serious difficulty and 
distress, he must have been anxious by every means of persuasion he 
could think of, to try to have it deferred a little longer, which was 
perfectly at my option as the order of the Board permitted me to 
write for Mr. Armstrong to relieve me when it should suit my own 
convenience. But Radhaprusad Roy instead of discovering any 
solicitude whatever for delay, expressed satisfaction when he heard 
that I was about to apply to Government for leave of absence and 
when subsequently as above mentioned it was at my option to leave 
the station, he expressed a hope that for the sake of my health 1 
would not delay taking advantage of the changex)f air, and suggested 
to me to write immediately for Mr. Armstrong to relieve me. If 
Radhaprusad Roy had been guilty and possessed great influence over 
me as represented in these two Reports, he would surely have tried 
to exert some part of this influence in such an emergency, to ward off 
by a little delay the imminent danger that was impending over him 
as represented. Moreover on the day preceding that on which the 
deficiency was detected Radhaprusad Roy received a letter from 
Rajeeblochun Roy, father and surety of Shibnarain, dated the 9th 
Sawon (23d July 1824) stating that he became very uneasy on hearing 
the news from his second son “Gungah Narain”, whom he blamed 
for his having returned to inform him without making any communi¬ 
cation to** Radhaprusad Roy and he continues to say “matters cannot 
be managed if concealed from” Radhaprusad: Rajiblochun Roy 
represents “Ramdhun (the Deputy Treasurer) as the author of the em¬ 
bezzlement’* he begs in the same letter that Radhaprusad Roy would 
prevail upon the Collector to delay for two months the sending for 
any Gentleman to act for him’* : This letter was written in Rajib- 
lochun Roy’s own hand, was shown me before 1 left Burdwan and 
has, 1 am informed, been laid before the Magistrate. 

34. 1 might point out other inconsistencies of a similar kind, but 

I think it unnecessary to enter more particularly into a matter that has 
been put in the course of Judicial investigation before the Magistrate; 
and I hope that from what 1 have already stated, the Board will take 
a fair and impartial view of the subject.* 
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208. Letter from the Secretary, Government T. D , to the Board of Reve» 
mie asking to expedite transmission of the required explanations from Mr, 
Oighy on the Burdwan embezzlement affair. (15 October, 1824). 

Sir, 

With reference to the orders of Government, dated the 24th 
Ultimo, 1 am directed by the Governor General in Council to request 
that the Board will expedite as much as possible the transmission of 
the explanations required from Mr. Digby on the 17th Ultimo.* 

209. Board’s fetter in reply to the above. With Enclo. (19 October, 1824.) 

My Lord, 

In continuation of the communication made by our Acting Secre¬ 
tary under date the 14th Ultimo. We have now the honor to submit 
for the consideration and orders of your Lordship in Council Copies 
of the answers furnished by Mr. Digby Collector of Burdwan under 
date 22d Ultimo and 9th Instant to the several points touching his 
Official conduct contained in the Reports of the Superintendent and 
Remembrancer of Legal Affairs dated the 14th of August last and 
10th Ultimo. 

2d. We were prevented reporting to your Lordship in Council 
on Mr. Digby’s first answer dated 22d September as we had the day 
preceding it's reaching us called upon him to furnish whatever ex¬ 
planation he had to offer in answer to those parts of Mr. Molony’s 
second report (dated the 10th Ultimo) which touched his Official 
conduct and it appeared to us that as well in justice to Mr. Digby 
as with the view of preventing unnecessary trouble and confusion it 
would be better for us to wait and include in one address to Govern¬ 
ment our consideration of both Mr. Digby’s answers whenever they 
would have been received. 

3d. Previous to discussing Mr. Digby s answers it is also nece¬ 
ssary to observe that there are parts of them which under other 
circumstances would induce us to call for further explanation as well 
as to enquire for records he has referred to but with advertence to 
his present state of Health requiring that he should proceed to sea 
as soon as may be possible. It does not seem to us either advisable 
or necessary that further delay should be incurred. 

4th. A more unsatisfactory explanation than that submitted by 
Mr. Digby in extenuation of the disorder and confusion of his Office 
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hardly be imagined We think it has been satisfactorily shewn by 
those parts of Mr. Molony’s reports which give cir¬ 
cumstantial evidence of the condition of Mr. Digby’s 
Office that the most objectionable confusion and 
irregularity has prevailed not recently but for a long time and that the 
superintendence and discipline which it was Mr* Digby s duty person¬ 
ally to maintain for the regulation of his Office and for the controul 
of his native Officers has been most indiscreetly and reprehensibly 
neglected. 

5th. Previous to receiving Mr. Digby’s answers we were inclined 
to think (and we therefore told him so) that this anonymous Petition 
was not wholly untrue and that if the enquiry we had conditionally 
3d 4. 5 _& 6 paras directed had been at the time vigilantly and 
zealously conducted it might have been the means 
of preventing the recent embezzlement of the 
public money. But we now retract this Opinion 
On more mature deliberation and with reference 
to the party spirit which has long prevailed at 
Burdwan between Mr. Digby’s native Officers and 
the Rajah and his Omlah, to the complexion of the evidence adduced, 
and to the circumstances of the parties concerned at the time of the 
enquiry conducted by the Superintendent and Remembrancer of 
Legal Affairs, contrasted with Mr. Digby’s having thrice solemnly 
asserted that he did personally examine and find correct the state of 
his Treasury and that he did ascertain that the other allegations in the 
Petition were unfounded we have no hesitation in believing Mr. 
Digby and more particularly as we entirely concur in opinion with 
hirn that the anonymous Petitioner would not have failed to inform 
the Board if Mr. Digby had as has been stated by the depositions 
taken wholly misconducted the enquiry directed and deceived the 
Board by a false report. 

6th. But Mr. Digby is much to blame for having omitted to supply 
the Board with the full and particular report which he promised should 
follow his letter of the 7th June 1823 and his exaplanation attempting 
to account for this omission appears to us quite inadmissible. 

7th. The error in the statement of the Number of Bank Notes in 

his Treasury we have supposed was occasioned as 
Vide lltH Para of Mr. n _ _ , , . 5 

Molon/s report of the Mr. Digby represents by the writer inadvertently 

!0th September. writing Twenty two instead of Twenty three Bank 

Notes as if otherwise the sum Total would have been incorrect. 

8th. It is we think satisfactorily shewn that Mr. Digby (as has been 
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recently established against other Collectors) has neglected to visit his 
Treasury with the frequency consistent with a zealous discharge of this 
important part of his duty. He in general terms 
13. 14. 30th & 40 says he made it a rule to examine his Treasury 

treasury every Month but that in May last he was compell¬ 
ed by ill health to discontinue that duty. In like 
manner he states it was his practise to sign regularly the daily Treasury 
accounts adding that without examining his records he is unable to say 
with certainty for what reason this necessary precaution may have 
been omitted or since when, and he excuses himself for having kept 
no register of Bank Notes by pleading that this useful record was 
omitted by his Predecessors. Combining Mr. Digbys admissions with 
the fact of the very large embezzlement, with the delay in the remit¬ 
tance of the Treasure to Moorshedabad and with the declarations of 
the Treasurer—we are satisfied that Mr. Digby’s Treasury had not the 
advantage of his personal vigilance and protection. 

9th. Several times Mr. Digby in extenuation of his conduct pleads 
that he was prevented by ill health from the performance of particular 
duties without appearing at all to advert to the obvious aggravation he 
gives to his Official omissions by shewing that he was conscious of his 
inefficiency and yet concealed it from his Superiors to whom it was 
his duty to have immediately reported it. On this score we consider 
Mr. Digby on his own admission was particularly culpable at the 
period he was required to make a remittance to Moorshedabad. He 
states “at the time of receiving orders to remit two Lacs of Rupees to 
Moorshedabad I was laboring under severe bodily suffering so as to 
be almost unable to attend to my business even although brought to 
my notice by my native Omla &ca. 

10th. We have no hesitation in declaring we do not find on the 
face of any part of the record of the enquiry into the embezzlement of 
the public Treasure from the Burdwan Treasury the smallest reason to 
doubt Mr. Digby's integrity. But at the same time 
we have no hesitation in declaring that nothing 
short of a most blameful supineness where acti¬ 
vity and zeal were particularly incumbent could 
have prevented Mr. Digby from discovering that 
the delay which occurred in making the Moorshedabad remittance 
could only be occasioned by a deficiency in his Treasury. 

11th. The investigation into the circumstances of this delay is not 
sufficiently searched and sifted for us to give any opinion further than 
that we consider Mr. Digby’s explanation wholly unsatisfactory and 
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tat on his own shewing he is exceedingly blameful on this point of 
the enquiry. 

12th. In like manner the information respecting the qualification 
and fitness of Mr. Digby’s Treasurer for the discharge of his Official 
duty is so contradictory and irreconcilable that it is extremely difficult 
for us to from any opinion: The Treasurer’s declarations are evident¬ 
ly influenced by a desire to emancipate himself from responsibility 
and therefore not entitled to Confidence ; opposed to the other infor¬ 
mation of this I reasurer’s total incapacity, we find Mr- Digby’s 
repeated and solemn assurances of his fitness. His father quietly 
consenting at his son’s security to make good the whole embezzle¬ 
ment and which is still more extraordinary with reference to the 
uninterrupted rancour which subsisted between Mr. Digby’s native 
Officers and the Rajah’s Omlah during the long period this native was 
Mr. Digby s Treasurer no petition or representation was ever made 
to the Board to his prejudice nor is any such charge contained in 
Sunnuck Lall 1 ewarry’s anonymous Petition. 

13th. It is to be inferred we think that Sheebnarain was not an 
intelligent experienced Treasurer but that he was so unfit as has been 
stated or that he could not discharge the duties of a Treasurer does 
not appear to us sufficiently. 

1 4th. I he dependants and relations of Rammohun Roy and 
Radhapersaud Roy do not appear to have been so numerous in Mr. 

Digby’s office that they should have abused their 
official influence had Mr. Digby’s superintendance 
been vigilant and active when the Covenanted 
public Officer is supine and inattentive and more 
particularly when as in the present case the 
Collector places an indiscreet and uncontrouled 
confidence in any particular native Officers such for instance as Mr. 
Digby most injudiciously granted to Radhapersaud Roy the subordinate 
native Officers generally must to retain their Office implicitly submit 
to the native Officer so distinguished. This state of things will 
not sustain any variation from the subordinate Officers not being 
relatives of the favored Officers. The fact is their pay is too 
inconsiderable for the appearance they support and they have all 
trifling perquisites which Radhapersaud Roy or any other favored 
native Officer could at any time direct to their dismission from 
employment. 

15th. The establishment of the Burdwan Collectorship is under 
our consideration and we have already in our Secretary’s letter of 
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the 14th Ultimo mentioned our reasons for sanctioning the dismission 
of Debnarain Bose the former Serishtadar. 

16th. Without explaining satisfactorily how the examination was 
conducted Mr. Digby in the most unqualified manner declares that 
31st. 32 Paras sane- Radhapersaud Roy was not even present at the 

honing Kadhaper- . 

saud Roys conduc- examination Further enquiry might elucidate this 
at* 1 thaccept- P°* nt anc ^ °ther material matter connected with this 
mg Radhapersauds c ase which remains doubtful, but with reference to 
Mr. Digby’s state of health requiring that he should 
proceed to sea as well as to the probability of the ultimate issue of 
further enquiry shewing only what is already sufficiently apparent viz 
that Mr. Digby s Superintendence and controul over his Office and 
native Officers h:>s been so relaxed as to leave his Office and his 
Official responsibility almost entirely at their mercy We do imagine any 
information would be obtained by further inquiry which would 
compensate for the trouble and delay which would be unavoidably 
occasioned. 

17th. 1 he explanation afforded by Mr. Digby for accepting at 

such a particular period Radhapersaud Roy’s resignation we observe 
with regret is very unworthy and if he had no better excuse to offer 
it would have been more creditable had he admitted he had been 
guilty of an error in judgement and that he should not have accepted 
the resignation. 

18th. The foregoing observation applies still more strongly to the 
•20 i p , explanation given by Mr. Digby on these points 

ceiving forged notes ot the enquiry with this addition that the excuse 
Banks^nto h^Trel- °ff ere d I s quite absurd and in point of fact untrue 
8Ury - Mr. Digby perfectly knows that he is equally with 

the I reasurer and his surety responsible for the condition of his Treasury 
and that it is quite impossible as long as he adequately and faithfully 
fulfils his duty that forged notes and the notes of private Banks can 
be paid in liquidation of the public revenue without his knowledge. 

19th. The informality of the Security Bond taken from the Treasurer 
34th Paragraph. does not now need any particular notice as it has 
perfectly sufficed to secure the realisation of the large sum embezzled. 

20th. That one public sale was irregularly held in the verandah of 
his private house Mr. Digby admits he also admits that he transacted 
, {riL . A . , other public business at his private house and as it 

noticed) 36. 37. 38. has been made quite manifest his superintendence 
over his Office was defective in the highest degree. 
Itdoes not appear to us to be of any importance that we do not clearly 
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Answer dated 9th 
October. 2. 3. 4 5. 
6. 7. 8. 9. 10. II. 12. 
13. 14. 15 and the 
remaining para¬ 
graphs 


id either in the enquiry or in his explanations with what degree of 
infrequency he visited his Cutcherry, 

21st. I he explanations offered are unsatisfactory the abkary and 
Stamps in common with the other Departments of his Collectorship 
Mr. Digby has entirely neglected and independent 
of the papers under consideration we have others 
received from the present acting Collector which 
leave no doubt in our mind that the disreputable 
conduct of the abkarry and the stamp Darogahs in 
the discharge of their public duty at no time received from Mr. Digby 
any adequate or useful check or controul. We do not apprehend the 
inconvenience anticipated by Mr. Digby will be incurred from the 
Superintendent and Remembrancer of Legal Affairs having whilst on 
deputation at Burdwan given up to the security of the Treasurer his 
Security Bond as our best exertions will be employed to prevent any 
ill consequences from this proceeding at the same time we regret this 
measure so exclusively belonging to our jurisdiction and discretion 
should have been adopted without a previous reference or even any 
intimation to us- 

22d. We do not find any thing in Mr. Digby’s second answer 
to induce us to alter the conclusion at which we arrived after a consi¬ 
deration of his first answer. We still are of opinion that Mr. Digby’s 
culpability consists solely and entirely in his having placed a most 
reprehensible confidence in Radhapersaud Roy and others his native 
Officers and in his allowing them, to the total neglect of the personal 
controul vigilance and discipline he was bound to exercise in the dis¬ 
charge of his public duty a licence and discretion in the fulfilment of 
their Official obligations which afforded them (as might be expected) 
the most complete opportunity for gross corruption and every other 
description of abuse of Office. 

23rd- With reference to much of the matter in Mr. Digby’s 
second answer having been noticed by us in our consideration of his 
first answer and to no part of his second answer appearing to us to 
absolve him at all from the very reprehensive neglect of duty which 
we think has been satisfactorily proved nor to exculpate him in a 
greater degree than we have stated, it does not appear to us neces¬ 
sary as far as concerns the decision we are required to give on Mr. 
Digby’s Official conduct to enter into a detailed consideration of the 
arguments of his second answer. 

24th. We are of opinion your Lordship in Council expects us to 
form and pronounce a decision how far in our judgement Mr. Digby’s 



SELECTIONS FROM OFFICIAL LETTERS AND DOCUMENTS 


official credit and Character has suffered from the enquiry which has 
been instituted and that we should exceed our duty were we to 
extend our investigation any further. 

25th. The degree to which the Native officers of the Burdwan 
Collectorship are culpable as well in regard to their corruption as to all 
the circumstances of their neglect of duty will only we imagine be 
fully disclosed and perfectly appreciated whenever the Judicial 
enquiries into their conduct now conducting shall have been com¬ 
pleted it is sufficient therefore at present to observe that the Acting 
Collector very properly considers the greater part of them unworthy 
his confidence and proposes supplying their places with more 
deserving individuals. 

26th. The communication of our sentiments on the points of a 
general nature discussed by Mr. Molony in the 33d and following 
Paras of his letter to the Government under date the 11th Ultimo, 
we propose to submit hereafter in a distinct address. 


the 19th. October 
1824. 


(Signed) J. Pattle 
,, W. Trower 

Mpmhfirs 


P. S. The original papers received with Mr. Mackenzie’s letter of 
the 17th Ultimo, are herewith returned, and we submit herewith, as 
promised in the 7th Paragraph of our Acting Secretary's letter of the 
14th Ultimo, an abstract translation of the anonymous petition, 
purporting to be from one Sunnuck Loll Tewarry, accompanying this 
report-anonymous Petitions are generally rejected by the Board, but, 
on this occasion, our Senior Member issued conditional orders to the 
Collector requiring him to make enquiry. 


Enclo : 

Abstract of an anonymous petition forwarded to the Board of 
Revenue in the Lower Provinces and in the preamble purporting to 
be from Sunnucklal Tewarry. 

The Petition in making known to the Board the malpractices of 
Radapershad Roy Peishkar of the Collectorship of Burdwan begs to 
state the following particulars. 

First.Debnarain Bose the Seristadar was an old & faithful 

servant of the Government and never was guilty of the slightest 
misconduct, but Radapershad (who accompanied the Collector to 
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tfijs district in order to enrich himself at the expense of the public 
interests and to establish himself in the place of Debnarain Bose, 
connived at a petition being presented to the Collector informing him 
of the absence of Debnarain from Kutcherry which was ordered to 
be deposited in the Office till an enquiry could be made. 

Secondly..The Collector’s Treasury now will be found not to 

contain the amount of cash stated to be in it, and which is carried to 
daily account, in as much as there came from the commercial fac¬ 
tories of Hurripaul and Radanuggur two assignments on the Collector 
each to the amount of a lack of Rupees, but although were more 
or less three lacs exhibited in the public accounts as being in 
the treasury, yet but one lac was actually in the treasury available 
for these assignments the remainder having been appropriated 
by Radapershad, through the connivance of Sheebnarain the 
Treasurer, to his own use, for instance, Radapershad fictitiously 
purchased at the annual rate, Lot Mohunpore for the sum of ninety- 
five thousand Rupees and paid for it with the public money the 
Treasurer Shibnarain whom the Board first disapproved being appoin¬ 
ted to the situation of Treasurer, on account of his minority and 
incompetency, succeeded in getting confirmed in the situation, thro' 
the influence of Radapershaud (who entirely controls and manages the 
business of the Kutcherry) the latter having taken from him a bribe 
of 18,000 Rupees, to gain him the situation of Treasurer'—subsequently 
to this Radapershad embezzled 30 or 40,000 Rupees of the public 
money his charge against Juggut Bullub Nundee with owing to the 
public Treasury 11,000 Rupees is entirely false—the particulars are 
there, Radapershad received charge from this Darogah of all his 
accounts, counted every sheet of stamp paper in store, took the each 
balance of paper sojd, the Keys of the Godown and of the chests &ca. 
and made the Darogah accountable for 300, and odd Rupees and 
placed the Keys under the charge of Ramchunder Gungolee— 
Radapershaud turned the Darogah out of his situation in consequence 
of his not making good to him some pecuniary consideration, which 
he had promised, and substituted in his room Ramhurree Mitter, a 
Mookhtar of his without informing the Board of the circumstance- 
Radapershaud separated stamps to the value of 11,000 Rupees as the 
portion he had appropriated to himself he sold along with the public 
sale of paper at the Kutcherry or otherwise and embezzled the pro¬ 
ceeds it is doubtful whether more than two or four thousand Rupees 
is to be found as the ptoceeds of the paper of which Radapershad 
took a part and of which he embezzled the sale proceeds. 
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4th. The inferior Jumma now realized, on account of the abkarree 
Mehal, is ascribable to Radapershad extorting from four to eight 
Rupees from every Mofussil vender of spirits, 

5th. Mr. Elliot (when he was Collector of the district and just 
before his return to Europe) required all those who had had money 
long in deposit in his Treasury to attend at the Kutcherry and receive 
it, and in the event of the death of the Principals for their heirs to 
attend but Radhapershad got a set of worthless People to take from 
him forged powers of Attorney for the purpose of applying for the 
return of this cash and thus embezzled it himself. 

The Petitioner urges that he has detailed these circumstances, 
under the hope, that they may be investigated, and states they are 
capable of being proved if the enquiry be conducted by the Judge, or 
by any Officer, but the Collector, and that if the Board do not con¬ 
sider it expedient to call for enquiry into what he has stated he shall 
feel it necessary to make known the particulars to the Government.* 

(Signed) T. Wyatt 

Actg Sub Secy. 


Orders 

Altho this anonymous Petition has been received by Dawke still, 
with reference to the very serious accusations it contains, Ordered 
that this Petition be sent to the Collector in order that tKe Collector 
may, if he thinks the Petition true, institute an enquiry, and if he 
thinks it false acquaint the Board with his opinion. 

3d. June 1823. 


210. Board's letter to the Offg. Collector of Burdwam re: Ramlochun 
Dutt and Debnarain Bose. (19 October, 1824), 

Ordered that the following letter be written to the Acting 
Collector of Burdwan. 

To Acting Collector of Burdwan. 

(No. 3663) 

Ramlochun Dutt Sherishtadar of 
Hidgellee. 

Sir, 

I am directed to transmit to you the enclosed 
copy of a Petition presented by the above named 

* Board of Revenue, Procgs. !9 Oct., 1824, No. 13A 
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together with the copies of certificates of good 
character and official qualifications given to him 
on various occasions by his Official superiors, with 
the intention of making you acquainted with this 
Native Officer’s pretensious wishes in order that you 
may. Unless you have already selected a more capa¬ 
ble and more fit person, propose his being aj^pointed 
successor to Koonj'baharry Roy late Sheristadar of 
your office. 

2d. The Board direct me to observe they are entirely con¬ 
vinced you would not have considered Debnarain Bose deserving 
of their confirmation had you been aware that, independent of 
his having been removed by these orders on a consideration of 
a reference made by the Collector of your district and the papers 
which accompanied it He had previously suffered considerably in the 
Board’s confidence when engaged in reviewing the conduct of Dabee- 
pershaud Sircar formerly Treasurer of your Office. 

3d. In conclusion I am directed to state that the Board are 
particularly anxious that the Successor to Koonjbeharry Roy shall be 
an individual who has hitherto had no connection with either your 
Native Officers, your district, or it’s zumeendars, in order to pre¬ 
vent, as far as is possible, the recurrence of the hostility, confusion, 
litigation and trouble which has alternately existed as the principal 
Officers of your Establishment have been connected with or opposed 
to the Landed proprietors of your district.* 

2tt. Reply of the (Offg. Collector of Burdwan to the above. <25 October, 
1824). 

Sir, 

I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
under date 19th Instant with its enclosed petition and certificates 
of good character in favor of Ramlochun Dutt Sherishtadar of 
Hidjelee and in reply beg to state my willingness to accept of his 
service in the capacity of Sheristadar of this Collectorship. 

2d. With respect to Debnarain Bose I have to state that since his 
nomination by me I have found him most attentive in the performance 
of his duties and well versed in revenue matters and previously 
to the receipt of the letter under acknowledgement I was ignorant 
of his having forfeited the confidence of the Board oi^any other occa- 

Board of Revenue, Procgs. 19 Oct., 1824, No. 14 to 16. 
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sion than that or ms dismissal. The final rooboocaree indicated the 
Boards confirmation of his removal on the Grounds of the Collectors 
want of confidence in him.* 


2t2. totter from the Oflg. Collector of Burdwan in reply to that of the 
Board transmitting the required copy of Petition of Takoordass Hultee. 
(27 October, 1824). 

Sir, 

I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter under 
date 24th Ultimo, and in reply beg to transmit an Abstract translation 
of the Petition presented to me by Iakoordoss Hauttee and also copies 
of the Proceedings.f 


Enclo: 

An Abstract Translation of the Petition of Takoordoss Huttee In¬ 
habitant of Rampore Pergunnah Mozuffershye Chowkee Balkissen.— 

Petitioner states that Baboo Radhapersaud Roy Peshkar of the 
Burdwan Collectorship having taken bribes to the great detriment of 
the property and subjects of the Honble Companys he (1 etitioner) as a 
faithful subject represented the details in a durkhaust which he pre¬ 
sented to the Magistrate who after having made enquiries referred the 
said Durkhaust for investigation to the Collector—On Petitioners 
attending the Collector's Kutcherry Radhapersaud Roy caused 4 or 
five peadas to assault and otherwise maltreat him he consequently 
informed the Magistrate—The Collector did not to the best of his 
knowledge investigate the charges specified in the Durkhaust subse¬ 
quently the Peshkar embezzled nearly a lack and a half of Rupees 
Petitioner now begs that the former Durkhaust may be again taken 
into consideration and that he will be able to establish the charges of 
corruption.t 

213. Letter from the Oflg. Collector of Burdwan in reply to that of the Board 
re: the adoption of certain measures In the Burdwan Collectorship. (27 October, 
1824.) 

Sir, 

I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter under 
date 24th Ultimo approving of the removal of five native officers as de¬ 
tailed in 2d Paragraph. 


* Board of Revenue, Procgs. 29 Oct., 1824, No. 26 
t Board of Revenue, Procgs. 4 January, 1825, No. 10 
J Board of Revenue, Procgs. 4 January, 1825, No. 11 
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In reply to the 3d Paragraph of your letter, I beg to state 
when the Abcaree Tehsildar and Stamp Darogah were committed t;o 
the Civil Jail after the adjustment of their accounts I immediately 
instituted enquiries into the nature of their security Bonds and the 
means of their respective Securities for making good the deficiency 
exhibited against the abovenamed officers the result of these enquiries 
is as follows. Ihe Security of the late Abkaree Teshildar posses¬ 
ses not a Beegah of land tho in the schedule of the Bond, landed 
property to the value of 6500 Rupees is pledged the surety being 
jugguth Mitter late Chakran Mohurir In my reply to the plaint filed by 
Govind persaud Roy 1 detailed this farefaced fraud it being calculated 
to exhibit this said Tuhsildar in his true colours. 

3d. With respect to Ram Hurry Mitter the late Stamp Darogah 
I regret to state that with his sureties difficulties also arise they are 
Obechurn Dutt Doorgapersaud Sain and Lolchand Sarcar the two 
later inhabitants of Kishenagur Pergunnah Jahanabad Zillah Hooghly 
and the former of Radanagur of the same Pergunnah and Zillah, 1 first 
directed the Collector of Hooghly to enquire of the property pledged 
belonged to the securities in question the Hooghly Collectors reply 
states that the aforesaid sureties deny having become security for 
Ramhurree Mitter late Stamp Darogah. I have now summoned the 
Witnesses to in whose presence the Bond was drawn up and 
separately signed by the three individuals Obechurn Dutt Doorga- 
pershaud Saine and Loll chand Sircar, in order that I may satisfy 
myself as to the truth or falsehood of this denial. The result of these 
enquiries shall be brought to the notice of the Board with the least 
practicable delay—In the mean time 1 beg to favor me with any ins¬ 
tructions that they may deem expedient for me to adopt.* 

Board’s Order: 

Ordered that a copy of the Board’s Persian Proceedings dated the 
15th Instant, be transmitted to the Acting Collector of Burdwan for his 
information and guidance- 

214, Board’s letter In reply to that of the Offg. Collector of Burdwan re: 
nomination of certain officers to the Burdwan Collectorship. <29 October, 1824 ). 

Sir, 

I am directed by the Board of Revenue to acknowledge the 
receipt of your letter dated 18th ultimo with its enclosure detailing the 

* Board of Revenue, Procgs, 29 April, 1825, No. 14 
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nominations made by you of several persons to'vacant situations in 
your Office* 

Previously to passing any final Orders on these nominations the 
Board desire that you will state the age of each of the Individuals 
selected by you for the situations in question also their past employ¬ 
ment in those cases where you have not already adverted to it. The 
Board likewise desire that you will forward for their approval the 
prescribed security Bonds on the part of the Treasurer accompanied 
by the usual and required information regarding the sureties and their 
Property.* 


215. Board’s letter to the Superintendent of Legal Affairs re.* Govindpersaud 
Roy’s plaint, (29 October, 1824.) 

Sir, 

I am directed by the Board of Revenue to transmit to you the 
enclosed Petition of Plaint filed in the zillah Court of Burdwan by 
Govindpersaud Roy late Abkarree Darogah against the Collector 
together with a copy of a report dated the 23d ultimo by the Collector 
on the subject of the Plaint and of the Draft of the Answer proposed 
by him to be filed in the suit. 

2d. As this suit is connected with the enquiry which you lately 
conducted at Burdwan and as Government has desired that the several 
prosecutions recommended in your reports should be conducted under 
your Superintendence I am directed by the Board to request that you 
will submit for their information whatever suggestions you consider 
adviseable in regard to the proposed answer and in which you will 
be pleased to make any alterations which may appear necessary with 
reference to the other Proceedings in progress. 

3d. You are requested to return to the Board the Original Plaint 
now enclosed.f 


216. Board’s letter in reply to that of the Offg. Collector of Burdwan rej 
his proceedings, (29 October, 1824). 

Sir, 

I am directed by the Board of Revenue to acknowledge the receipt 
of your letter dated the 27th ultimo with the Proceedings mentioned 
in it relative to the records of your Office and the misconduct of 
several of the Native Officers attached to it. 

* Board of Revenue, Procgs. 29. r Oct., 1824, No. 21 
f Board of Revenue, Procgs. 29 Oct., 1824, No. 23 
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Previously to passing any final Orders in 
against your Native Officers the Board desire that 
required to state specifically such explanation as they 
offer of their conduct and you will subsequently be pleased to 
the whole Proceedings in the case to the Board accompanied 
abstract Translations in English.* 


217. Board’s letter In reply to that of the offg. Collector of Burdwan re: 
Ramlochun Dutt. (29 October, 1824). 

Sir, 

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your Letter of the 25th 
Instant. 

This will be delivered to you by Ramlochun Dutt who will on 
receipt of your Orders to that effect assume charge of the duties of 
serishtadar of your Office.t 

218. Board’s letter to the Offg. Collector of Burdwan Informing of the 
leave granted to Mr. Olgby. (16 November, 1824). 

Sir, 

1 am directed by the Board of Revenue to acquaint you, that the 
Right Honble the Governor General in Council was pleased on the 
29th Ultimo to permit Mr. John Digby Collector of Burdwan to 
proceed to the Cape of Good Hope for the benefit of his health, and 
to be absent on that account for a period of twelve months.£ 

219. Letter from the Superintendent of Legal Affairs in reply to that of 
the Board re: Govindpersaud Roy’s case. (16 November, 1824), 

Sir, 

In reply to your letter of the 29th Ultimo and it’s enclosures 
relative to the above case, I beg to propose that no steps shall at 
present be taken to answer the action, because the Petition which 
the Judge has sent is only a common one on an 8 annas stamp, and 
1 do not think it expedient to file any answer on the part of Govern¬ 
ment until the Plaintiff has regularly entered his plaint. 

2. All that need be done at present, is to inform the Judge that 
the Board refuse to enter into any terms with the Petitioner, but that 
he is at liberty to file a regular plaint against Government if be deems 


* Board of Revenue, Procgs. 29 Oct., 1824, No. 25 
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and in that event the acting Collector will, when regular¬ 
ly called on by the Court, be prepared to file an answer. 

3d. I beg the Collector may be directed to inform me immediately 
that he is called on for his answer, at the same time sending me 
a Copy of the Regular plaint in order that 1 may forward such an 
answer as may satisfactorily rebut it. 

4th. The Papers which accompanied your Letter are for the 
present returned. * 


220. Board’s instructions to the Offg, Collector of Burdwan re: 
Govindpersaud Roy’s case, (19 November, 1824). 

Ordered that the following instructions be issued to the Officiating 
Collector of Burdwan 

To Officiating Collector of Burdwan 

No. 4341. 

Sir, 

With reference to your Letter dated the 23d September last 
reporting on the Petition filed in the zillah Court of Burdwan by 
Govindpershaud Roy, and transmitting a Draft of the Answer which 
you would propose to file to allegations by the Petitioner, 1 am desired 
to transmit to you, for your information the accompanying Copy of 
a Letter to my address from Superintendent and Remembrancer of 
Legal Affairs dated the 16th Instant. 

2d. The necessary communication will be made by the Board to 
the zillah Court, with reference to the suggestion contained in the 
second paragraph of the Superintendents Letter, and you are desired 
to inform Mr. Molony when you may be called upon to answer any 
regular plaint on the subject of the present Petition which may be 
filed by Govind Pershaud, and at the same time to forward a Copy 
of the Plaint to Mr. Molony for the purpose stated by him.f 


221. Board’s letter to the Judge at Bt rdwan re: Govindpen ud Roy’s 
case. (19 November, 1824). 

Sir, 

With reference to the Communication made to you in my Letter of 
the 31st August last No. 3341 I am directed by the Board of Revenue 
to transmit to you the accompanying Copy of a Letter to my address 
from the Superintendent and Remembrancer of Legal Affairs dated 
the 16th Instant. 
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2d. The Board concurring in the view of the case taken by the 
Superintendent the Petitioner Govind Pershaud will of course if he 
deems fit, file a regular plaint against Government when the Collector, 
on being called upon by the Court, will be prepared to file a suitable 
answer to rebut the complainant’s allegations. 

The Petition of Govind Pershaud is returned enclosed.* 


222. Board’s letter to the Offg. Collector of Burdwan re: Radhapersaud Roy’s 
petition, (is December, 1824), 

Radahpursaud Petitioner 
Sir, 

1 am directed to transmit a copy of a Petition presented to the 
Board by the abovenamed and to require you to conform to the order 
thereon passed. 

You will be pleased the Board direct to make the Petitioner ac¬ 
quainted with the order that has been passed and you will whenever 
he shall furnish stamp paper for the purpose without delay cause the 
copies of Papers he requires to be given to him or his authorised 

representative, f 

223. Board’s reply to the letter of the Offg. Collector of Burdwan re: Takoor- 
dass Huttee. (4 January, 1825). 

Takoordass Huttee 
Sir, 

1 am directed by the Board of Revenue to acknowledge the receipt 
of your letter dated the 27th October last forwarding a translation 
of the Petition presented to you by the abovenamed, and the Proceed¬ 
ings called for in Mr. Acting Secretary Trotter's letter of the 24th 
September last. 

In reply I am desired to transmit to you the enclosed copy of the 
Board's Proceedings on the above case, and you are requested to 
conform to the order passed thereon.t 

224. Letter from the Offg. Collector of Burdwan in reply to that of the Board 
re: the appointment of certain native officers to his office, (4 January, 1825), 

Sir, 

In reply to your letter under date 20th Ultimo touching the appoint¬ 
ment of certain native officers in this office, I have the honor to state 
with reference to the 2d Paragraph that Ramlochun Dutt was only a 

* Board of Revenue, Procgs. 19 Nov., 1824, No. 310 
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temporary sherishtadar consequently his resignation or dismissal rests I 
presume with me alone,—having stated thus much for the information 
of the Board 1 send herewith a copy of the Resignation which was ten¬ 
dered by him to avoid a dismissal from a situation, the duties of which 
he was not qualified to discharge he is a respectable and trustworthy 
Officer on which account alone I tolerated his continuance in office 
under the hope that the result of his Predecessor Debnarain Boses 
appeal to the Right Honorable the Governor General in Council would 
have been a restoration to the appointment I had nominated him to, 
and which he held for so many years under former Collectors this also 
contributed in a good deal to the Delay that occurred in acquainting 
the Board with Mirza Hyder Alice’s promotion together with his nomi¬ 
nation having been made at the commencement of the late Holydays 
and my not deeming the charge assigned to him of such vital import¬ 
ance as to require an immediate reference to the Board.—I have no 
further explanation to offer in reply to the concluding part of the 
Paragraph of your letter now under consideration. 

2d. I regret the Board attach so much weight to the perfect 
knowledge of the Bangalee language, as specified in 3d Paragraph of 
the letter under acknowledgement for rendering a native Officer quali¬ 
fied for the situation of sherishtadar in a Collectors Office as it is the 
means of depriving a most deserving Officer of a situation whom I 
with all due deference for the Boards Opinion deem sufficiently 
qualified for the efficient discharge of its duties notwithstanding his 
limited knowledge of the Bangalee language his past services had 
given him much experience in Revenue matters and his respectability, 
education and talents will always ensure him the approbation of any 
European Officer under whom he may serve—he possessed the ex¬ 
perience, activity and zeal, the want of which so much dissatisfied 
me with Ramlochun Dutt. 

3d. In conformity with the Boards Orders Mirza Hyder Allee has 
been removed from the temporary situation of sherishtadar and I beg 
to state that 1 have nominated Gunganarain Ghose in his room and 
have accordingly to solicit the Boards approval of this nomination he 
can speak read and write the Bengallee Language with the utmost 
fluency and has held the situation of Moonshee in this Office since 1818 
and recommended to the Board for approval by Mr. Elliot under date 
15th May 1821 1 submit his recommendation in conformity with the 
prescribed form—he has tendered responsible security.—I forward 
herewith the Order appointing him as Moonshee of this Office for the 
information of the Board* 
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4th. With reference to 5 Paragraph of your letter I have the 
pleasure to submit the accompanying papers which will satisfy the 
Board that Moheschunder Bose filled the situation of Collectors 
Mohurer in the Office at Hooghly and granted leave of absence on 
account of ill health previous to the appointment of this officer I made 
such enquiries as satisfied me on his ability to discharge the duties of 
the situation of head Mohurer and his subsequent services have proved 
him to be possessed of talents which render him a very superior 
accountant and well versed in all the branches of Revenue accounts*. 

P. S. Be pleased to return the Original papers. 

225 . Board’s letter to the Offg. Collector of Burdwan intimating approval 
of the appointment of Mirza Hyder Aliy. (18 February, 1825.) 


Sir, 

1 am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your Letter dated the 
9th Instant, with its enclosure, and to acquaint you that the Board of 
Revenue have been pleased to sanction your appointing Mirza Hyder 
Ally successor to Radapersaud Roy Naib or 2d Sherishtadar of your 
office.t 


226. Letter from th© Register of the Nizamut Adawlut to Government 
transmitting copies of a communication and its enclosures. <18 February, 1825 .) 

Sir, 

I am directed by the Court of Nizamut Adawlut to transmit to you 
the accompanying copy of a letter from the 
third Judge of the Calcutta Court of Circuit 
dated the 8th Instant, reporting the completion 
of the second Sessions of 1824 for Zillah Burd- 
wan, together with copies of its English Enclo¬ 
sures and to request you will lay the same 
before the Right Honble the Governor General 
in Council.J 

(Copies) 

To W. H. Macnaghten Esqre. 

Register to the Nizamut Adawlut 

Fort William. 

bir. 

For the information of the Court of Nizamut Adawlut 1 have the 
Cal Ct of Ct. honor to acquaint you that 1 have this day com¬ 

pleted the Jail Delivery of this station for the 
second Half yearly Sessions of the past year. 


Nizt. Adt. 

Present J.H. Harrington 
Esqr. Officiating Chief 
Judge. 

Courtney Smith c 
W.B. Martin 
Puisne Judges. 

C. T. Scary 
H. Shakespear 
Offg. Judges 


^ Esqrs. 


* Board of Revenue, Procgs. 31 Jan., 1826, No. 33/34. 
t Records of the Burdwan Collectorate, Vol. 133, No. 109 
X judicial (Criminal) Procgs. 17 March, 1825, No. 5 
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2d. The case that was postponed at the last Sessions has been 
taken up and disposed of Trial No. 3 is submitted for the information 
of the superior court. 

3d. One case has been postponed at the Sessions just completed 
for the reasons stated in the accompanying forms Number 4. 

4th. The prescribed statements numbers 1 & 5 of the Prisoners 
punished and acquitted without reference to the Nizamut Adawlut and 
a blank statement No. 2 of the Security Prisoners, are herewith trans¬ 
mitted together with the copies of the Futwas as required by the 
Circular Orders of the Superior Court dated the 16th August 1822 and 
33d January 1824. 


I am &ca. 
(Sd). C. R. Martin 
3d. Judge. 


Zillah Burdwan, 

The 8th February, 1825 J 

Form No. 4. 

Calendar of Trials postponed at the present Sessions viz. the second 
of 1824 for Zillah Burdwan. 


Number 

of 

Trials 

Names of Prisoners 

Charge 

10 th of 
the Seepy 
Calendar 

21 Sheebnarain Roy 
late Treasurer of 
the Burdwan 

Collectorship 

Sheebnarain Roy for 
being accessary to and 
conniving at the fraudu¬ 
lent embezzlement of the 
public money from the 
Collector’s Treasury 

Rs. 136,360.8.8. „ 


22 Radhapurshad 

Roy late 2d 
Sheristadar of 

Ditto 

Radhapurshaud Roy 
for fraudulently embezzl¬ 
ing the abovementioncd 
sum from the Collectors 
Treasury. 


23 Ramdhun Chat¬ 
ter] ea late Naib 
Treasurer of Di¬ 
tto 

Ramdhun Chatter jea 
for beiug an active acces¬ 
sary and accomplice in 
the embezzlement in 

question. 


24 Ramchand Gan- 
golee late Record 
Keeper of Ditto 

Ramchand Gangolee 
for being an accessary and 
accomplice in the above 
embezzlement. 


Grounds of 
Postponement 


In consequence 
of the non atten¬ 
dance of the Wit¬ 
nesses on the part 
of the Prisoner 
Radhapurshaud 
Roy, the ease was 
unavoidably post¬ 
poned to the next 
Sessions. 

T h o Prisoners 
are all at large on 
Bail. 


Calcutta Court of Circuit 
Zillah Burdwan 
The 8th February 1825, 


(Sd) C. R. Martin 
3d. Judge 
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^227. Petition of Pettumber Chatterjee to the Board on 
from the Burdwan CoUectorship, (30 March, 1S25). 


<SL 

his being dismissed 


Honourable Sirs, 

Having been dismissed from my situation of head Writer in the 
office of the Collector of Burdwan, under circumstances of peculiar 
hardship, I feel myself obliged to make a humble appeal to your 
justice and entreat your humane attention to the following statement 
of my grievances. 

2d. I was appointed to the above situation by the Honorable 
Mr. blliot former Collector of Burdwan by whom my salary was 
raised; proving that I discharged my duties satisfactorily and during 
the last 10 or 12 years I have had the honor to be in the service of 
Government in this and other Districts. I have received testimonials 
to the propriety of my conduct from various Gentlemen in the Civil 
Service? who, as public officers had an opportunity of judging of me 
which 1 beg leave to submit herewith, as one ground of the hope 
entertained by me, that after many years diligent attention to my 
public duties l shall not be turned off, ruined and disgraced when 
nothing is proved against me. 

3d. Mr Molony the Gentleman entrusted with the investigation 
of the late embezzlement in the Treasury at Burdwan and Mr. 
Armstrong appointed to officiate as Collector having during the first 
4 or j days after their arrival at the station, visited the different 
Departments of the Collectors office; 1 attended them from morning to 
sunset, rendering them every assistance in my power until charge was 
completely given over to them on the 11 th August. Up to that date 
they were both perfectly satisfied with me, and even the day after 
their taking entire charge of the office, that is on the morning of the 
12th when 1 waited on Mr. Armstrong at his house, he continued to 
give me directions in a gracious manner regarding the duties he wished 
me to perform. 

4th. But in the meantime while? I continued with him, Mr. 
Molony arrived accompanied by one Debnarain Bose a former 
Seristadar who was removed by order of the Board, notwithstanding 
strong exertions, were made by Mr. Hutchinson the Judge and 
Magistrate to get him restored and maintained in that situation, until 
intimation was given by the Board to Mr. Hutchinson, that the Judge 
and Magistrate should not interfere with the appointment and removal 
of the Revenue Amlah, a fact which you may be pleased to ascertain 
from a reference to the correspondence which took place between 
your Honorable Board and Mr. Hutchinson in the month of May, 
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June, or July 1823. After Mr. Hutchinson had thus endeavoured 
officially to force upon Mr. Digby the Collector, a person whom he 
thought quite unworthy of the situation, a coolness existed between 
him and Mr. Digby ; and the departure of the latter from the station 
with the arrival of Mr. Molony and Mr. Armstrong, again afforded 
Mr. Hutchinson an opportunity of forwarding the interests of 
Debnarain Bose; this man was immediately nominated head 
Seristadar in lieu of Koonjeebehary Roy who without being charged 
with any fault was removed to make room for this Debnarain once 
removed from the same situation. 

5th. When Debnarain had acquired such an ascendency, 1 could 
not expect that he would forget the old difference between us, once 
in the time of the Honble Mr. Elliot, when I detected and exposed 
his embezzlement of the public money under the false pretence of ovei 
charges for country stationery, and again during the stay of Mr. Digby, 
when 1, in defiance of all the intrigues of Debnarain Bose discovered, 
and brought to the notice of the Collector and the Board of Revenue 
the sums of pension which, though due from the Rajah of Burdwan 
(the best patron of Debnarain) according to the agreement entered 
into by the Rajah at the time of the decennial settlement, have never 
since been realized. The former of these facts the Board may be 
pleased to ascertain by summoning Ramtunoo Dutt the Seah Nowee 
of the Burdwan Treasury and by a reference to the account sent to 
the Board by the Collector after the dismissal of Davy persaud 
Khajunchee, in which a part of the sum embezzled by Debnarain 
will be found refunded by him; and the latter facts by a letter from 
your Secretary to the Collector dated the 9th March 1824. Afterwards 
Debnarain being charged with many other offences (as will be found in 
the two reports of the Collector to the Board dated June 1823) was 
removed from his situation; and being aware that if my services were 
retained, I should be able to make the Gentleman who had taken 
charge of the Revenue affairs, well acquainted with his true character; 
his malicious mind could easily devise a mode of being at once 
revenged upon me, and ridding himself of so inconvenient a witness 
to his corrupt conduct. 1 was therefore accused of being a friend to 
Radhapersaud Roy,—this charge being sufficient with Mr. Molony to 
procure the removal of any native officer from his situation, altnough 
in fact, I received my appointment from a former Collector and have 
only had a short acquaintance with Radhapersaud Roy from our both 
happening to serve at the same station, l never having seen him 
during my whole life till his arrival at Burdwan. 


RAJA RAMMOHUN ROY 

A persian proceeding having been prepared in Mr. 
Armstrong’s house on the 12th August (which still exists in the 
Records of the Collector) Debnarain hurried over accompanied by 
Messrs. Molony and Armstrong to the English office of which 1 was 
the head, carried away the Books, correspondence, and papers, 
uncatalogued and unnumbered to Mr. Armstrong's house. And this 
gentleman without instituting any enquiry, immediately took his seat 
upon the Cutcherry Bench accompanied by Debnarain Bose and 
ordered me and others to hear a summary sentence of ruin and 
disgrace pronounced upon all of us as follows.— 

“Koonjibeharry Roy, the Head Seristadar is disqualified for the 
revenue business; therefore he is suspended. Seristadar Lallah 
Mudden Gopaul is a friend of Radhapersaud Roy therefore he is 
dismissed. Petumber Chatterjee the head Writer of the office is 
dismissed and referred to the criminal Court, in consequence of doubt 
arising from the Records in English of his being concerned in the 
embezzlement-’" 

7th. Shortly after my dismissal one called Mr. Joseph Cadet a 
Writer in the Poolbundy Department—a partisan of Debnarain Bose, 
was appointed to act in my room, while the three other writers from 
their manifestation of hostility towards Radhapersaud Roy were 
permitted to continue in their respective situations, though they had 
access to the English Records equally with myself. 

Your Honble Bord are well aware that from the nature of my situa¬ 
tion as head Writer I had no power or authority by the existing Regula¬ 
tions to search, guard, or secure, or otherwise interfere with the public 
Treasury, my duty being merely to copy out or enter papers according 
to the Collector’s directions, to translate from the native language the 
accounts &ca. as drawn out and attested by the Amlah according to 
the established form, no sums being either received or disbursed by 
me and I therefore humbly implored to be held exempted from any 
responsibility for the defalcation of the Treasurer. If he was disposed 
to embezzle the public money it must be evident that he was under 
no necessity to obtain the co-operation of persons like me, who was in 
no respect connected wiht his Department and consequently had no 
controul over his fraudulent transactions, and he had no conceivable 
inducement to make his guilt known to, and offer to share his profits 
with others, by which he would at once diminish his gains and increase 
his danger. Under these circumstances your Honble Board will be 
pleased to judge with what justice individuals unconnected with the 
Treasury, against whom there was no shadow of proof, except slan- 
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derous representations by Debnarain Bose, could be suspected of being 
concerned in the embezzlement. 

8th. This Debnarain, so notorious, corrupt as to have no feeling of 
shame, although often beaten by his employers for his delinquencies 
a man who only labours to ingratiate himself with superiors by his 
mean and servile flattery to them, and by backbiting all others 
specially those to whom they are not friendly, was, I believe the prin¬ 
cipal source of the information that fills the great part of Mr- Molony s 
report to Government and those who had the misfortune to be ranked 
among Debnarain's enemies, for having opposed him and his mal¬ 
practices, were handed over to the magistrate as criminals. 

9th. Mr. Hutchinson the Magistrate, then produced with great 
vigilance and activity to try me and others referred to him as criminals; 
and during a period of about a month almost every day he investigat¬ 
ed the case, by examining every paper produced by Mr. Molony and 
taking the evidence of all the witnesses brought forward by that 
gentleman as well as by the late Treasurer. All this was done without 
omission in presence of, and under cross examination by Mr. Molony, 
who only a few years ago used to exercise in the same district both 
judicial and magisterial powers and who never failed to direct his ut¬ 
most exertion against me and other victims of the vengeance and 
rapacity of Debnarain. Notwithstanding this, none of those witnesses, 
however intimidated they appeared under the above circumstances 
uttered a word which might afford the Magistrate the least pretence to 
commit me to take my trial before tbe Judge of Ciicuit. That gentle 
man however held me up as a criminal and kept my character under 
suspicion until the 14th January 1825 when he pronounced my release 
stating in his proceedings, that nothing appeared in the course of the 
trial that was calculated to criminate me, that 1 therefore should be 
released but nevertheless expressing his opinion that 1 was unfit for 
holding any public situation. 

10th. Finding myself thus suddenly brought to the brink of ruin 
by being declared unworthy of public trust without any proof against 
me, and robbed of that character I had acquired by many years dili¬ 
gent and honest attention to my public duties, 1 felt compelled from 
the necessity of self vindication to appeal to the Judge of Circuit and 
to lay before that tribunal the authenticated copy of the proceedings 
held by the Magistrate. 

i 1th. The Judge of Circuit after a perusal of the whole of those 
proceedings orderd that he found no fault whatever with me, but that I 
was removed from my situation by the Collector and not by the Magis- 
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trate ancl that as my appointment or removal did not belong to that 
Court, 1 had the option of appealing to the Board of Revenue, if I felt 
dissatisfied at the orders of the Collector. 


12th. In consequence of the decision of the Court of Circuit I 
presented to your Honble Board on the I Sth February last a Durkhaust 
in persian No. 150 with a copy of the orders of the Judge of Circuit, 
humbly praying for my restoration; and in so doing 1 placed my entire 
confidence in your Justice regardless of any influence that Mr. Molony 
might have with the Revenue authority. 

13th. Not having as yet been favoured with an order upon my re¬ 
presentation and having been given to understand that the Acting 
Collector of Burdwan has lately applied to your Board for the confir¬ 
mation of the appointment of Cadet Karanee to the situation of Head 
Writer, I beg permission to bring my case again to your notice, trust¬ 
ing that you will in consideration of the grievances 1 have undeservedly 
endured, excuse my frequent interruption. 


14th. Your Honourable Board will be pleased to observe, what 
must be my feelings when I find myself, after a long service of about 12 
years turned out of my situation without any specific charge handed 
over to the Magistrate as a peculator, treated and bound down 
as a prisoner for five months, shamed and despised by enemies, 
slighted and forsaken by friends and at last deprived of the situa¬ 
tion which alone afforded the means of livelihood, by being 
superceded by an enemy, whose character and whose principles will 
be manifested by the accompanying authenticated copies No. 1 and 
No. 2. 

15th. Under these most grievous circumstances I humbly throw 
myself under the protection of your honourable Board in the sanguine 
hope that you will listen to the claims of humanity and justice and 
thus save an old servant of the Government from destitution and 
ruin. 


I herewith beg leave to enclose testimonials of my character 
according to the accompanying list for your inspection and have the 
honour to be with profound respect.* 

Honourable sirs, 

Your most obedient and 

Calcutta most faithful servant 

The 30th March, 1825. (Signed) Pettumber Chatterjee. 


* Records of the Burdwan Collectorate, Vol. 133. 
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228. Supplementary petition of Petumber Chatterjee to the Board 
continuation of the above. 


in 


The Petition of Petumber Chatterjea, 

Honourable Sirs, 

In continuation of my memorial of the 30th Ultimo, beg leave 
to bring another instance of a similar nature to the notice of your 
Honourable Board, humbly entreating your pardon for my frequent 
encroachment upon your valuable time, 

2d. Debnarain Bose, who falsely represented me as a peculator 
of the public Treasury, though unable to substantiate in the least his 
calumnious accusations—"defrauded Government annually of a certain 
sum for several years successively. In the 1212 B. S. he farmed 
Khund Ghose Chakran land fictitiously in the name of another while 
he was in the employ of Government and retained the farm for 
12 years by twice renewing the lease under his official influence 
at almost the same rent. Debnarain when interrogated by the 
Collector on the subject denied his having farmed the chakran land. 
But hi 9 treachery has been detected from the public records and 
from the evidence of several witnesses, as will be found in the 
Collectors reports of the 3d May 1823 or 24 and of the 13 or 14 June 
1824. 1 herewith beg to submit an official copy of Soorathal or state¬ 

ment authenticated by the signature of the Honourable Mr. Elliot the 
former Collector which was prepared and delivered by the 
Canongoe of Khund Ghose upon a local investigation under the 
directions of the Honourable Mr. Elliot. This shews that Debnarain 
was then actually as a farmer in possession of the Khund Ghose 
chakran land—although he had no lease in his name for the 
farm. From the circumstance of no proceeding being held by 
Mr. Elliot either rejecting or approving of his tenure of the farm 
or calling upon Debnat Bose for a reply, it may be fairly in¬ 
ferred that the contents of the statement or at least of the part 
alluded to must have been kept unknown to that gentleman. 
This is another specimen of Debnarains character which 1 trust 
your Honourable Board will be pleased to examine.* 

I have &ca. 

(Signed) Petumber Chatterjea. 


Board of Revenue, Procgs. 3 May, 1823, No. 35, 
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. Board’s letter to the Offg. Collector of Burdwan transmitting the 
above petitions with instructions. (3 May, 1825). 

Ordered that the foregoing Petition be transmitted to the 
Acting Collector of Burdwan with the following instructions. 

Sir, 

1 am directed to transmit to you the accompanying English 
Petition No. 363 presented by Petumber Chatterjee together with 
the papers alluded to in it, and to request you will submit a 
report on the circumstances of the case for the information of the 
Board as directed by their order inserted on the Petition. 

You are requested to retain a copy of the Papers herewith 
transmitted for the use of your office and to return the originals to 
me 1 , 

230. Letter from the Offg. Collector of Burdwan to the Board submitting 
required explanations on the above petition of Petumber Chatterjee. With enclo, 
(21 May, 1825). 

Petumber Chatterjea 
Sir, 

I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
under date 12th Ultimo and its several enclosures, calling on me for 
a full and particular Report on the petition of the abovenamed 
formerly acting Head Writer of this office as the petition is in 
English I need not reply to it in the prescribed mode—but merely 
advert to such Paragraphs of it as may require notice. 

2d. In the 2d Paragraph of his Petition he states ‘‘that Mr. 
Elliot raised his salary when this Gentleman applied for an en- 
crease of salary for the head writer Petitioner had not been employ¬ 
ed Mr. Elliot having on that occasion recommended Womacaunt 
Mookerjea who declined accepting the situation notwithstanding the 
high flown language in which Petitioner sets forth his own merits as 
a public officer, his first employer Mr. Elliot could not have enter¬ 
tained a very high opinion of them, as he never took the trouble 
of recommending the Board to confirm the appointment of Petitioner ; 
and at the time he was removed by me he was merely an acting 
Writer. 

3d. From the 3d and 7th Paragraphs Petitioner gives a detailed 
account of his dismissal the substance of which, is, that it was 
owing to the influence of Debnarain Bose it is therefore necessary 
for me to remark that Debnarain Bose had not the slightest 

* Board of Revenue, Procgs. 3 May, 1825, No. 36, 
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-„ m ,.ledge of Petumber Chatterjeas intended removal until I directed 
him to read the rebuccarry ordering the removal of such native officers 
as specified in my letter to your address under date 16th August and 
confirmed by the Board in their Acting Secretary’s letter of the 24th 
September last. 

4th. In order to place in their true colour the false and 
shameless accusations against Mr. Molony and myself touching 
my nomination of Debnarain Bose, I take this opportunity of 
informing the Board that I had contemplated employing this indivi¬ 
dual prior to my leaving Hooghly and before I had learnt that Mr. 
Molony had been deputed to investigate the embezzlement, provided 
the cause of his former dismissal was no other than his having for¬ 
feited the confidence of my immediate predecessor. an3 this was con¬ 
firmed by a perusal of the Board’s Roobecarree authorizing his re¬ 
moval. On reaching the station Debnarain Bose presented me with 
a letter of Recommendation from a friend who was well acquaint¬ 
ed with his character. I then consulted with Mr. Molony, who 
I found entertained the highest opinion of his integrity and fitness 
for the situation to which I nominated him and 1 never had occasion 
afterwards to regret having done so tho the Board have deemed it 
expedient to dispense with his services on the grounds of the 
former charges brought against him. With Mr. Hutchinson I had 
not the honor of being acquainted until 1 had taken charge of 
this office therefore his having taken measures for the promotion 
of Debnarain Bose is quite out of the question-and such an 
assertion on the part of Petitioner is in unison with the whole tenor 
of the wretched petition now under reply. 

5th. Had not the petitioner been suspected of being a party 
concerned in the late Embezzlement I could not have continued 
him in his situation as the English Records under his immediate 
charge were in such a disgraceful state of confusion and very heavy 
arrears in copying the correspondence which were only partially 
carried on from 1820 till the time l assumed charge of the office 
and which cannot be completed as the original rough copies of 
letters were not all forthcoming it was not until he had been 
made over to the Fouzdaree Court for trial that 1 obtained 
possession of a bundle of original letters from the Board and Civil 
Auditor which he had retained in his private custody. What he 
means by the statement in 6th Paragraph of his Petition about the 
correspondence and Records being carried off, 1 cannot devine-I 
j-ecollect examining some of the rough copies of letters, the greater 
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ber of which were, in the hand writing of the Petitioner,—parti¬ 
cularly all those letters relating to the Treasury accounts and the 
Moorshidabad remittance. It is at once a novel and absurd charge 
against a public officer, that of carrying away his own English Records. 

6th. With reference to the enclosures relative to Mr. Cadet the 
successor of Petitioner as noted in the 14th Paragraph of the petition, 
I have the honor to forward herewith a quifeut of the case of Joymun- 
nee together with the Magistrates Roobeccurry and a Translation in 
English our Board will observe that Mr. Cadet is in no way im¬ 
plicated in the death of Joymunnee who seems to have been a drunken 
prostitute and who unfortunately in a state of inebriety fell out of an 
upper roomed house and thus met with a sudden and violent end. 

1 ouching the letter of Mr. Cadet to Mr. Meisselbrooke I see nothing 
in it but a wish on the part of Mr. Cadet, who has a wife and a 
large family and children to rid his neighbourhood of disgraceful and 
obscene conduct as daily carried on at the house of the defunct— 
With respect to that part of his deposition in which he denies having 
mentioned Mr. Lindsays name in the letter which he sent to Mr. 
Musselbrooke, he states that he had written another letter not 
intending to send the one containing allusion to Mr. Lindsay, however 
in despatching the letters a mistake occurred of which he was not 
aware till after his having deposed in Court. 1 see no reason why this 
explanation should not be credited as Mr. Cadet could have had no 
cause to deny his having made mention of the name of Lindsay an 
individual holding the situation of Writer in the judges office with 
all these circumstances the Petitioner must have been intimately 
acquainted and his endeavouring to slacken the character of a poor 
industrious and deserving individual merely because he succeeded 
to the situation which Petitioner justly forfeited by his negligence 
and chicanery stamps him as a most invidious and malignant being 
who to give vent to his spleen and scurrilous abuse hesitates not in 
fabricating the most disgusting falsehoods. 


I cannot conclude this letter without expressing my surprise at the 
manner and tenor of this petition to which I have been directed to 
reply as it is one uninterrupted tissue of low abuse against Debnaram 
Bose and lease, and unjustifiable insinuations that hidden motives 
actuated Mr. Molony and Mr. Hutchinson in the discharge of their 
public duties and as such the petitioner deserves the severest 
punishment that can be legally inflicted upon him. 7 he proceedings 
of the Magistrate satisfactorily prove that Petitioner was not put upon 
his trial without sufficient cause for altho* the evidence against him 
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was not of a nature to convict him of actually embezzling the public 
property, it satisfied the Magistrate that he was undeserving of further 
employment in the service of Government. How strange it is that 
this individual so quick sighted in detecting Debnarain Bose in 
supposed fraudulent conduct should be so blind and stupid as not to 
have been aware of the late Embezzlement of nearly one Lac and 
a half of Rupees.’—In his anxiety to criminate and vilify Debnarain 
Bose he oversteps the bounds of probability. 

I shall take an early opportunity of forwarding, for the information 
of the Board, in answer to your letter and its enclosure under date 3d 
Instant, the result of my enquiries in the charge against Debnarain 
Bose.* 


Fnolo : 

A Translation of the Roobuccarry of the Fouzdarry Court of Zillah 
Burdwan under date 14th May 1825 2d Jyete 1232 B. S. before Mr. 
]. R. Hutchinson Magistrate.— 

A Roobuccarry of the Collector of this Zillah has been received re¬ 
questing to be informed in conformity with the orders of the Board of 
Revenue of the result of the enquiries respecting the death of Joymun- 
nee, the Plaintiff being Mr. Musselbrooke and the Defendant Lindsay 
Cranee, in which case Cadet Cranee gave evidence. For this reason 
and in compliance with the orders of the Huzzoor the Mehaviz having 
enquired produced his quifeut of the case having been dismissed for 
want of proof and in which Cadet Cranee gave evidence, it is therefore 
orderd that a copy of the kyfeut of the Mahaviz be placed in the 
sheristah and the original be sent with a copy of this Roobuccarry to 
the Collector for his information.t 

(A True Translation) 

(Signed) J. Armstrong 

Offg. Collector. 


231. Letter from the Offg. Collector of Burdwan to the Board submitting 
required explanations on the above supplementary petition of Petumber 
Chatterjee. (2 June, 1325). 

Sir, 

1 have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter and its 
enclosure under date 3d Instant calling on me for a report on the cir- 


* Board of Revenue, Procgs. 30 August, 1825, No* 12 
t Board of Revenue, Procge. 30 August, 1825, No. 13 
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3d May 1823. Boards 
answer 28th May 1823 
Collectors Report 14 
June 1823. Board’s 
answer 28th June 
1823. 


cumstances detailed in the supplementary memorial of Petumber 
* Collectors Report Chetterjea.—In reply I beg to refer the Board to 

the correspondence noted in the margin* that has 
passed on the subject of the Chukran lease said 
to have been held under a false name by 
Debnarain Bose late Sheristadar. 

2d. The Collector’s letter under date 3d May cannot be found in 
this office, therefore I am unable to offer any remarks upon it however 
from the tenor of the Board’s Reply it appears to have been very 
defective and to contain a statement which could not be subsequently 
established viz. that Government sustained a loss from Debnarain Bose 
continuing to hold the Farm—this the Board are unable to understand 
and in reply desire to be furnished with a copy of the proceedings and 
a statement of the Balances Hal and Baukaya &ca. in pursuance of 
which the Collector forwarded the record of his enquiry with remarks 
tending to strengthen the suspicion of Debnarain Bose holding the farm 
under a false name notwithstanding that Nittanund Sircar deposed 
upon oath to having always held the farm in his own name and at his 
own risk. He being a very distant relative to Debnarain Bose it is by 
no means surprising that he should have paid in his Revenue as it 
became due some times through the son and some time, through the 
nephew of Debnarain. 

3d. It was not shown that Government had sustained any loss by 
the holder of the farm in question on the contrary Nittanund Sarkar 
the farmer, seems to have been punctual in his payment. To have 
proved that the lease was a Benamy one of the sheristadar, it was 
necessary to have made enquiries on the spot or to have summoned 
the ryots and ascertained if Debnarain Bose ever granted receipts and 
Pottahs or collected the rent this could have been ascertained without 
much difficulty and no measures having been taken for this purpose is 
rather in favor of Debnarain Bose as his sharp sighted enemies 
Petumber and others would not have failed to suggest such a mode 
of investigation had they entertained any hopes of proving him guilty 
of such irregularity my predecessors mind seems to have been 
poisoned with regard to Debnarain Bose by a band of unprincipled 
native officers who after having succeeded in getting him disgraced 
and discharged commenced their work of embezzlement, which ended 
in the extraction of nearly a lac and a half of Rupees from the public 
Ireasury. Finding that a m,?tn like Debnarain Bose who had been thirty 
years in this office who had received the approbation of his numerous 
employers and gradually promoted by them on account of merit to 
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the highest situation in this office would not join in their intrigues, 
is it to be wondered at, that they should exert their influence for 
the removal of such a stumbling block—this was effected by Mr. 
Digby’s pronouncing him undeserving of his confidence which was 
transferred to others in every way undeserving of it, as circumstances 
have subsequently proved. The present poverty of Debnarain 
Bose after more than thirty years service in one office leads an 
unprejudiced mind to Judge favorably of him this added to the 
defalcation that took place subsequently to his dismissal tend 
strongly to confirm the general opinion of his innocence moreover he 
has never been proved guilty. 

4th. With reference to the Report of the Canongoe 1 have only to 
state that it was made to the Honble j. E. Elliot who did not deem it 
worthy of his further notice having himself disposed of the farm to 
Nittanund Sarkar should the Board still deem it expedient that in¬ 
quiries should be made, so that the innocence or guilt of Debnarain 
Bose may be placed beyond a doubt, it will only be necessary to 
secure the attendance of the cultivators of the farm in question tho* 
from the time that has elapsed together with the lease having expired 
such a measure appears to me useless, at the time he came under 
suspicion the charges should have been perfectly sifted. 

5th. Touching the charge of his having appropriated part of the 
50 Rupees Monthly allowance for supplying the Bengalee Dufter with 
Paper ink &ca. 1 beg to submit the accompanying copy of a petition 
of Debnarain Bose to my predecessor together wiih a Translation in 
English which will prove to the Board that he made no such appro¬ 
priation and altho* he deposited part of the allowance in the Treasury 
the same was never carried to account—as likewise other sums as 
detailed in his petition—why did not this Petumber Chatterjea see that 
Government were not defrauded of these sums. This allowance of 
fifty Rupees is paid monthly to me of the officers who is not entitled 
to any remuneration whenever the charges of paper &ca. exceed the 
established sum—never called on for any account it being understood 
that no deficiency in the supply is to occur—this has always been the 
custom both prior and subsequent to the period when Debnarain Bose 
held the allowance as granted to him by a former Collector. 

6th. I know not why I should have been called on for a Report 
on the petition now under reply as the individual against whom the 
charges are brought has been prohibited from holding the situation 
to which I nominated him—'perhaps the Board may entertain the wish 
of reinstating him should they on reconsideration find that the former 
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arges were not sufficiently substantiated—! am willing to hope that 
this may be their object as the. more I enquire the more I am disposed 
to consider such an act as one of justice to this individual—As I have 
been anticipating that further enquiry would be made into the grounds 
. of his dismissal. 1 have not recommended my present Acting Head 
Sheristadar for confirmation because I do not think him so well quali¬ 
fied for performing the duties of the office under my charge as 
Debnarain Bose. Ramlochun DatPs correctness of conduct has 
always given me satisfaction but then he has not been used to the 
detail of the multifarious duties of a Collectors office and has not that 
despatch in business so desirable in one holding such a situation more¬ 
over he has of course no local knowledge of the District or any of that 
useful experience only to be acquired from a long continued and 
detailed performance of duties in one office. It is a great object, in 
having a head native officer familiar with the past official Transactions 
in all offices and more particularly in that of a Collector.*’ 

P. S. 1 he original Papers which accompanied your letter are 
herewith returned. 

232. Letter from Mr. MoTony to the Offg, Collector of Burcfwan trans¬ 
mitting copy of a kyfeut re: the embezzlement aflairs, with observations. 
<6 August, 1825). 

Sir, 

1 have to state for your information that on the receipt of the three 
chelans transmitted to me in your letter of the 4th Instant I forwarded 
them to the Magistrate of this District requesting that he would allow 
the Books of his Tubveeldar to be examined by the Deputy Karkoon, 
and require from the 1 uhveeldar and his mohurers an explanation 
relative to the entries in the chelans, particularly in those of the 4th 
and 21st June 1824 of sums of money in the name of Ramdhun 
Chatterjea the late Nfaeb Treasurer of your office. 

2. The Magistrate immediately directed an enquiry into the 
accounts, and the enclosed is a copy of a kyfeut by Rarnnarain the 
Deputy Karkoon shewing the result of his examination of the TuhveeT 
dar*s Books as compared with the chelans. 

3. 1 his kyfeut goes pretty clearly to that the sums of money in 
the chelans amounting to 26249 Rs. had in the first instance been paid 
to the I uhveeldar by Ramdhun Chatterjea on account of Putny 
Estates under his charge, that the money had not been counted and 
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weighed, but was sent in that state in different sums, as portions 
of each remittance to your treasury, the name of Ramdhun being 
entered opposite to each sum so sent, to shew that he was bound to 
see that the rupees were all full weight and the amount correct. 
There is not any ground to believe that the money was not actually 
received as carried to credit in the seah; and it seems to have been a 
transaction adopted, not for the purpose of defrauding Government, 
but of saving trouble to the parties; you will observe however from 
the kyfeut how this irregular practice has, by a most palpable falsi¬ 
fication of two of the chelans, been made to wear an appearance 
suited to the defence s* t up by Radhapersaud Roy in his trial for 
embezzlement. 

4. In the chelan of the 4th of June it is quite clear that the word 
“ Buraat*’ has been added above the name of Ramdhun Chatterjea; 
the papers in my possession shew that this chelan was in August last 
compared by me with the seah, and as in the whole examination of 
the accounts we were so particular as to note down even the difference 
of a single anna, it is quite impossible that we could have passed over 
unobserved an item of 10,000 Rs. had it been entered as “Buraat' 1 or 
transfer merely without any money being sent; had that word been 
then in the chelan we should certainly have worked off that item as 
a sum to be recovered or accounted for by the late Treasurer. 

5. In the chelan of the 21st June the word ‘‘Note’* in the Bengalee 
character has been inserted underneath the name of Ram Dhun—and 
opposite to an item of 6000 Rs. This chelan was also examined and 
compared with the seah in August last, and you are already aware of 
the minute details which were then entered into to ascertain the 
number of every note, and to what amount notes, without numbers 
being specified, were paid in. My Register contains the numbers in 
detail of the 5700 Rs. paid in notes which are in this chelan, and I can 
never have overlooked the item of 6000 Rs. had the word “Note" 
been then attached to it; but the falsification of this chelan is placed 
beyond a doubt by an abstract of the remittance which was annexed 
to it, but which the perpetrator of the forgery, omitted to alter so as to 
correspond the amount of ‘‘Cash*’ in that abstract includes this sum of 
6000 Rs. and shews that it could not have been paid in notes. 

6. The ink and the handwriting in ^the words “Buraat” and 
“Note** are different from the rest of the writing in the chelans, and 
the Mohurers under the Adalut Tuhveeldar who wrote the chelans 
declare that these words were not in therq when the remittance was 
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I have requested the Magistrate to take the depositions of these 
men on oath, as well as to record in his proceedings the examination 
which has been made into the accounts and the result of such further 
enquiry as he may deem it requisite to make, these proceedings can¬ 
not be completed for some days—but it appears to me so clear that 
the falsification of these documents could not have been made with¬ 
out the knowledge and connivance of the officer in your Treasury in 
whose charge they were, that I think it my duty without delay to make 
you acquainted with the proceedings as far as they have gone, both 
that you may take such measures as may appear requisite for the 
more effectual security of the Treasury records, and for the suspension, 
should you deem it expedient, of those officers who may appear to 
have connived at the falsification of them in the present instance until 
1 can communicate to you the result of the proceedings now before 
the Magistrate.* 


233. Abstract Translation of the Petition of Debnarain Bose late Head 
Sheristadar of the Burdwan Collectorship 20th August 1822. 

In conformity with your Roobuccarry of 19th Instant relative to 
that portion of the Amlahs salaries &ca. in deposit, your obedient 
servant presented you with a petition upon which it was ordered that 
your servant should acquaint you with all particulars to the best of his 
recollection with reference to this subject, he now represents all the 
information with which he can charge his memory in the following 
statement. 

The salary of the Sheristadar of this office from the absence of 
Nundmohun Mitter Acting Head Sheristadar until the date of 
Neelmoney Ghose’s appointment to the situation of Acting Sheristadar 
as disbursed by the sircar may be carried to the credit of Government. 

Out of the fixed allowance for paper Ink &ca. from the month of 
May till November 1821 after the deduction of the disbursements for 
paper &ca. the sum of Sa. Rs. 76 more or less remain and the same 
can be carried to the credit of the Sircar. 

From the death of Groopershaud Muzmoodar Canongoe of Per- 
gunnah Indrain until the date of his successor’s appointment whatever 
seems disbursed as salary of the aforesaid Canongoe after the 
deduction of the Peadas Tulbana incurred for guarding the papers of 
the Sherista of the Canongoe of the aforementioned Pergunnah as 
appointed by the Huzzoor may be carried to the credit of Government. 
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n conformity with the orders of the former Collector the Darogahs 
Mohurers were fined of which part was carried to account and that 
part which was not credited in the accounts the statement of which 
is to be found in the Treasury and agreeably to which statement can 
now be brought to credit.* 

Petitioner Debnarain Bose. 

Head Sheristadar 20th August 1822. 

Ordered that the Petition be placed to the Sherista. 

(Signed) J. Digby 

Collector 

(True Translation) 

(Signed) J. Armstrong 

Offs. Collector. 
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Order: 

Ordered that a Copy of the foregoing letter from the Superin¬ 
tendent and Remembrancer of Legal affairs with it's enclosure, be 
sent to the Judicial Department for consideration and orders. 

(A true Extract) 

(Signed) H. Mackenzie 
Secy, to Govt. 


234 Board’s letter in reply to that of the Offg. Collector of Burdwan 
Communicating their orders on the petitions of Petumber Chatterjea. (30 
August, 1825). 

Sir, 

In answer to your letters of the 21st May and of the 2d June last 
I am directed to communicate to you the following orders. 

2d. The several Petitions of Petumber Chatterjea as far as they 
concern himself the Board consider undeserving of consideration. 
But those parts of them which insinuate that Mr. Molony Mr. 
Hutchinson and yourself were actuated in the discharge of youi 
public duties by any other than the most honorable motives the Board 
cannot too severely condemn them and the Board fully concur with 
you in opinion that the petitioner observes for this offence the 
severest punishment that can be legally inflicted. 

3d. The Board having carefully and deliberately reviewed and 
considered all the circumstances on the records of this department 
affecting the official character of Debnarain Bose to be Sheristadar 
of the Collectorship in your charge find no reason whatsoever to 


Board of Revenue, Procgs. 30 August, 1823, No. 15 


MIN ISfy 


RAJA RAMMOHUN ROY 



<SL 


consider the orders they have so frequently passed in confirmation 
of those of the 20th June 1823—dismissing Debnarain Bose from his 
office—otherwise than entirely just and proper. 

The Board leave it entirely to your discretion to continue the 
present officiating Sheristadar Ramlochun Dutt or not as you think 
proper. But the Board will expect and require that any other native 
you may nominate for their approval shall be not only duly qualified 
by integrity of character talents and experience, to discharge the 
duties of the office, but likewise wholly unconnected with the former 
native Umlah and with the landed proprietors of your district.*' 


235. Mr. Molony’s report to Government re: the Sessions trial of the 
Burriwan embezzlement case prisoners, with Enclo. (12 September, 1825). 

Extract from the Proceedings of the Right Honble the Governor 
General in Council in the Territorial Department under date the 29th 
September 1825. 

To Holt Mackenzie Esqr. 

Secretary to Government 

Territorial Department. 

Fort William 
Sir, 

1 regret to have to report for the information of Government, 
that notwithstanding every effort on my part to prevent it, the case of 
the Prisoners charged with Embezzlement under trial before the Court 
of Circuit at Burdwan has been again postponed to another Sessions. 

2. Radhapersaud Rae one of the Prisoners in this case has had 
more than ordinary indulgence shewn him in being allowed from 
time to time to bring forward new matter and to name a number of 
fresh witnesses in his defence and these latter he bring forward or 
keeps just as suits his conveniences on the 3d ultimo six witnesses 
were examined on his part, and the Judge of Circuit on closing his 
proceedings for that day recorded on the face of them that although 
he saw no necessity to postpone the case for the witnesses who were 
not in attendance, yet as the other business of the Sessions would 
detain him at the Station for some time he deferred passing a final 
decision on the case to the 25 of the month. 

3. The above order held out at least a prospect of a final decision 
of the case, which had then been a year under investigation but when 
it came on again on the 5th Instant the Prisoner Radhapersaud Rae 
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produced a mass of fresh documents, chiefly consisting of affidavits 
sworn to in the Supreme Court on points relating to the numbers of 
Bank notes alleged to have been embezzled by him I thought it my 
duty to object to these documents as not being legal evidence for his 
defence the Regulations and the practice of our Criminal Courts 
requiring that all witnesses for the prosecution or defence shall be 
examined in open Court except in the case of a witness being a female 
or person of rank whose attendance it would be improper to compel 
and I further moved the Court that as the attendance of more 
witnesses had on the 3d ultimo been recorded as not essentially 
necessary the record should be delivered to the Law Officer for his 
Futwa. The Judge of Circuit however ordered the trial to be 
postponed on account of the non-attendance of the Prisoners 
witnesses. 


4. It is proper however that I should state for the information of 
Government that in the interval between the 3d Ultimo and 5th Instant 
the prisoner Radhapersaud Rae presented a petition to the Court of 
Nizamut Adawlut, the main object of which was to procure my exclu¬ 
sion from conducting this prosecution on the ground that I had 
throughout conducted myself more as a Judge than a Prosecutor and 
thereby unduly influenced the proceedings against him* in pursuance 
of this petition certain instructions a copy of which 1 herewith submit 
were issued by the Court direct to Mr. Tod at Burdwan. 

5. 1 shall not take up the time of Government by offering any 
observations on the necessity or propriety of these orders, but in 
justice to myself I must beg leave to acquaint His Lordship in Council, 
that when the Petition of Radhapersaud Rae was read in open Court, 
the Government Pleader was prepared and endeavoured, to offer ex¬ 
planations on my part to refute the allegations of the Petitioner, but 
he was peremptorily silenced by the Officiating Senior Judge of the 
Court of Nizamut Adawlut. These orders therefore which were after¬ 
wards passed at an English Sitting of the Court will, 1 trust, be con. 
sidered by Government in no other light than as having been issued on 
an exparte statement of a Prisoner who had allowed the whole pro¬ 
ceedings of two Sessions to pass without having complained of the 
manner in which I had conducted the prosecution against him. 

6. The Government will I trust, at the same time be satisfied of 
the difficulty I have to encounter when placed under such restrictive 
orders, in prosecuting public delinquents, to whom the utmost indul¬ 
gence has been allowed in making their defence and who are more- 
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over assisted by every sort of intrigue which ability and money can 
command.* 


Encfo: 

Letter from the Registrar, Nlzamut Ailawlut, to the second Judge 
of the Court of Circuit at Burdwan communicating Court’s remarks and orders 
on the subject of Radhapersaud Roy’s complaint. (20 August, 1S25). 

To A. B. Tod Esqr 

2d. Judge of the Calcutta 
Court of Circuit at 
Burdwan. 


Sir, 

I 


C. Smith Esqr. Offg, 
Chief Judge and 
W. B. Martin Esqr. 
Puisne Judge. 


am desired by the Court of Nizamut Adawlut to forward for 
your consideration the accompanying copy of a 
Petition presented to them by Radhapersaud Rae 
late Acting Serishtadar in the Office of the Collec¬ 
tor at Burdwan and to communicate to you the 
and orders on the subject of the Petitioners 


following remarks 
complaint.— 

The Court do not find it laid down in the Regulations that the 
Prosecutor, on the part of Government must necessarily be the Vakeel 
of Government and in section 4 Regulation 50. 1803 the words the 
vakeel of Government or other person Acting as Prosecutor for 
Government are expressly used. Further, by section 3 Regulation 8. 
1816 it is enacted that it shall be competent to the Governor General 
in Council to avail himself of the services of the Superintendent of 
Legal Affairs, by directing him to furnish such aid, in the conduct of 
cases in which Government may be concerned in the Civil and Crimi¬ 
nal Courts of Justice as may be deemed advisable. Under these 
circumstances therefore the Court are of opinion that so much of 
the Petitioners prayer as has for its object, the entire exclusion of the 
Superintendent from all interference in the prosecution must be 
rejected.— 

1 am desired however at the same time to communicate to you 
the instructions of the Court that while you admit the Superintendent 
as prosecutor you should on no account allow him to sit on a level 
with yourself or your assessor the Law Officer that you sould not 
permit him to put any illegal or improper questions to the witnesses 
or to make any harsh or irrelevant remarks upon their evidence that 
you should not communicate with him in any but the native langua- 
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ges so that all which passes between you may be intelligible to all 
present, in short that you should conduct yourself towards the Superin¬ 
tendent as you would conduct yourself towards any ordinary 
prosecutor and exact from him precisely the same observance of 
all established rules mode and orders as you would from any ordinary 
prosecutor. 


Fhe Court are desirous, that you should consider these instructions 
as of a general nature free from any particular and personal 
application to the present Superintendent, who is no doubt himself 
sufficiently aware of the line within which it becomes a Prosecutor 
to keep and disposed to render the duty of regulating the proceedings 
of the Court as easy as possible by a voluntary observance of what¬ 
ever is suited to the relation in which he is placed towards the Judge 
and the Prisoners respectively.* 


Fort William I am &ca. 

the 20th August 

1825. (Signed) W. H. Macnaghten 

Regr 


A true Copy 

(Signed) J. Thomason. 2d Asst. 

(True Copy) 

(Signed) E. Molony. Supt. & 

Rembr. of Legal affairs. 

Order: 

Ordered that a copy of the foregoing letter from the Superintendent 
and Remembrancer of Legal affairs with its enclosure, be sent to the 
Judicial Department for consideration and orders. 

(A true extract) 

(Signed) H. Mackenzie: Secy, to Govt. 


* Judicial (Criminal), Procgs. 15 Dec.j 1825, No. 15 (Enclo.) 
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the Registrar, Nixamut Adawlut, to Government trans¬ 
mitting copy of a reporiof Jail Delivery for Zillati Burdwan. With enclos 
(23 September, 1825). 


Sir, 

I am directed by the Court of Nizamut Adawlut to transmit to you 
C. sJuth 3 Esqr~ the accompanying copy of a letter form the 2d 

Offg. chief Judge Judge of the Calcutta Court of Circuit dated the 

H. Shakespear ] Es< i r9 - ^ nstant with its English enclosures, reporting 

p uisne^Judge8 the Jail Delivery for the 1st half yearly Sessions 

A.IWEsqr. of the current year for Zillah Burdwan, and to 

Offg. Judge. request you to lay the same before the Right 

Honble the Governor General in Council.* 


Enclos: 

(Copies) 

To 

W- H. Macnaghten Esqr. 

Regr. to the Nizt. Adt. 

Fort William. 

Sir, 

1 have the honor to acquaint you for the information of the Nizamut 
Adawlut, that I have this day concluded the Jail delivery of this station 
for the 1st half yearly sessions of the current year. 

2. The usual statements and copies of the Futwas in the cases of 
the Prisoners punished and acquitted are herewith transmitted. 

3. I have likewise submitted an additional case of a Security 
Prisoner of the Zillah of Nuddeah, which was not completed during 
my stay at Kishnagar. 

Circuit Court House [ am &ca . 

Zillah Burdwan f (Signed) A. B. Tod 

The 16th Septr. 1825-J 2d. Judge. 
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Form No. 3 

Calendar of Trials postponed at former Sessions for the Zillah of Burdwan viz. antecedent to the first Sessions of 1825. 


No, of 
Trial. 


10 of the 
2d Ses¬ 
sions of 
1824. 


Name of Prisoners. 


Charge. 


At what 
Sessions 
trial 
commen¬ 
ced and 
postponed 


Sheebnarain Rai 
late Treasurer of the 
Burdwan Collector- 
ship. 


Radhapursaud Rai 
late 2d Seristadar of 
the Burdwan Collec- 
torship. 


Ramdhun Chatoo- 
rjea late Naib Trea¬ 
surer of the Burd¬ 
wan Collectorship. 


Ramchand Gan- 
goolee late Record 
Keeper of the Burd- 
wan Collectorship. 


Sheebnarain Rai for 
being accessary to and 
conniving at the fraudu¬ 
lent Embezzlement of the 
sum of Sicca Rupees One 
Lac thirty-six Thousand 
three hundred and sixty- 
eight annas eight Gun- 
dabs of the public money 
from the Collectors Trea¬ 
sury. 

Radapersaud Roy for 
fraudulently embezzling 
the abovementioned sum 
from the Collectors Trea¬ 
sury. 

Ramdhun Chatoorjea 
for being active accessary 
and accomplice in the 
Embezzlement in ques¬ 
tion. 

Ramchand Gangooiee 
for being an accessary & 
accomplice in the above 
Embezzlement. 


pate of the 
Order of 
the Nizt. 
Adt. and 
Court of 
Circuit 
directing 
further 
inquiry. 


2d Ses¬ 
sions of 
1824. 


Court of 
Circuits 
order of 
the 5th 
February 
1825. 


Gopeenath 

Putt. 

Mudun 

Sirkar 

Hurish- 

ebund 

Mitter. 

Becharani 

Sein. 

Joynarain 

Putt. 


Not 

decided. 


6 

7 

8 

Names of 
the 

Witnesses 
summoned 
on for the 
trial and 
in 

atten¬ 

dance. 

Names of the 

Witnesses 
summoned & 
not in atten¬ 
dance with 
the reasons 
assigned by 
the Magt. for 
their non- 
attendance. 

Whether 
decided 
at the 
Sessions 
just com¬ 
pleted. 


If again postponed 
the cause of 
further post¬ 
ponement. 
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Several Witnesses 
whose evidence the 
Prisoner Radahper- 
saud considers re¬ 
quisite in support of 
his defence not 
being in attendance 
the case is laid over 
till next Sessions. 

The nature of the 
case is such that a 
futwa could not with 
propriety he taken 
as it regards the 
other Prisoners 
without disclosing 
what would be its 
probable result as it 
respected him. 


Calcutta Court of Circuit, The Idth. September 1825, 


(Signed) A. B. Tod, 2d Judge. 
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^ 237. Board’s letter to the ORg.Collector of Burdwan forwarding copy of 
a petition of Ramtunoo Dutt and asking to oonform to their order passed on it. 
(25 October, 1825). 


Ramtunnoo Dutt 


Sir, 


I am directed to enclose a copy of a Petition No. 827 presented by 
the above named to the Board of Revenue and to desire that you will 
conform to the order passed on the Petition.* 


Enclo: 


To 


James Pattle Esquire 

Actg. 1 resident & Members of the Board of Revenue 
in the Lower Provinces 
Fort William. 

The Petition of Ramtunoo Dutt. 


Humbly Sheweth, 

I hat when the embezzlement in the T reasury of Burdwan was 
discovered in July 1824, John Digby Esqr. Collector of that District, 
suspended the Khuzanchee and his Deputy from their respective 
situations and was pleased to order your Petitioner then head Seahnu- 
vees in the Treasury Department, to act as Khuzanchee until the 
pleasure of J. Armstrong Esqr. was known, this gentleman having then 
daily been expected at Burdwan to take charge of the office from Mr. 
Digby; that your Petitioner was given to understand that he would 
no longer remain in that situation, if any objection was made to this 
nomination or any fault was found with him by E. Molony Esqr. who 
was about to arrive at that station to investigate the proceedings of 
that collectorship. 

f hat these gentlemen upon their arrival at Burdwan being fully 
satisfied with your Petitioner's conduct, were pleased to order him 
to continue in the discharge of his duty, while they made over to the 
Magistrate several native officers whom they suspected of being con¬ 
cerned in the embezzlement; and that your Petitioner accordingly for 
a period of about one month, acted as Khuzanchee daily receiving 
rents from landholders and making disbursements as is evident from 
the public records and from the order book of the Treasury under 
the seal and signature of the Acting Collector. But that your 
Petitioner being unable to produce respectable sureties for the situa¬ 
tion of Khuzanchee, was removed from that office and was conse- 
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quently ordered to attend the duty attached to his former situation, in 
which he continued for upwards of a year, without being once 
accused, or suspected of the embezzlement by either of these gentle¬ 
men, though some of the native officers were handed over to the 
Magistrate for trial from mere suspicion of peculation. 

That your Petitioner, in common with several other native officers, 
having been subpoened by E. Molony Esqr. to give evidence in the 
case pending in the Criminal Court against the Treasurer, his Deputy 
Ramdhun Chattooja, Radhapersad Roy and others, delivered his 
deposition before the Magistrate and the Judge of Circuit to the best 
of his belief and recollection; that in the course of the trial of this case 
by A. B. Tod Esqr. in the month of August 1825, the evidence of 
your Petitioner was read to the Judge in the open Court; that Mr. 
Molony on hearing it was moved with passion and addressing himself 
to the Mufti of Circuit said “If I had known that this man (your 
Petitioner) would give such evidence, I would have included him in 
the list of prisoners.” 


i hat that gentleman soon after embraced an opportunity of ruining 
your Petitioner, by bringing an indirect charge of forgery against him 
in a communication with the Acting Collector, who, on receiving a 
second intimation from Mr. Molony with a Roobukaree from the 
Magistrate, though it contained nothing that could tend to the removal 
of your Petitioner dismissed your Petitioner on the 8th September last 
from his situation, which he had held for a period of 23 years without 
permitting him even to deliver a reply in his defence, your Petitioner 
therefore now begs leave to lay the whole case before your Honour¬ 
able Board, in the sanguine hope that you will be pleased to take it 
into your liberal consideration and afford him justice. 

That applications for copies of chalans, which the cashier of the 
Judge sent to the Collector’s office in 1823 & 24 and of those delivered 
by Landholders, were made to the Acting Collector by Radhapersad 
Roy, as well as by the other party; that the Acting Collector on 
receiving such applications, ordered the Record Keeper of his office 
to furnish the parties with the copies applied for, and that the Record 
Keeper accordingly obtained the original chalans from your Petitioner, 
prepared a certain number of copies which he gave to the Mookhtars 
of the parties, after they had been sealed and signed by the Acting 
Collector himself. 

That in one of the chalans the cashier of the Judge thus details the 
total sum mentioned in the head of it “so much in cash, so much in 
Bank notes, so much by Burat or order upon Ramdhun Chattooja” 
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the late Deputy Khuzanchee of the Collector, in a second he inserts 
“so much in cash, so much in B, (meaning Burat or order) upon 
RamdhunCh." in a third he thus particularizes “so much in cash, 
so much Ramdhun Chattooja in notes.” 

That these copies were produced by Radhapersad Roy before 
the Court of Circuit to shew the unauthorized familiarity that 
was going on between the Judge’s cashier and Ramdhun Chattooja 
deputy Khuzanchee of the Collector in the transaction of their 
public duties; that Mr. Molony then used these words in the open 
Court viz. “If the Khuzanchee of the Judge be found guilty of 
putting the following words in his chalan ‘By Burat upon Ramdhun 
Chatooja', he should certainly be dismissed". 

That the cashier of the Judge when interrogated on the subject 
denied having written the words "by Burat", as he could not be 
expected to acknowledge his own guilt, especially after such a 
threatening declaration coming from E. Molony Esqre. Remembrancer 
of legal affairs. That the Record Keeper in the Collectors office also 
being, like others, unwilling to cast any blame upon himself, denied 
having added those words in the original chalans or in the copies 
that he made, and your Petitioner, when asked, gave a positive 
denial of adding even a single letter to the contents of the original 
chalans. But that your Petitioner has been dismissed by the Acting 
Collector in compliance with Mr. Molonys wishes, while the two 
others (the cashier of the Judge and the Record Keeper) are retaining 
their respective situations, though all the three (your Petitioner 
and the two rest) all equally liable to suspicion but equally innocent 
in the eye of the law and in point of Justice, until guilt is proved 
against one or the other. 

Your Petitioner humbly prays that your Honourable Board 
may be pleased to direct the Acting Collector to forward to your 
Board the proceedings and their enclosures which that gentleman 
received from E. Molony Esqre in this case and the Roobukaree 
held by the Magistrate of Burdwan on the same subject and also the 
order book of the Treasury for 1824; and after their inspection and in 
consideration of the nature of the case, you may be pleased to pass 
whatever order your Honourable Board may think just and proper. 

That your Petitioner as in duty bound shall pray. 

Revenue Board 
(A true copy) 

(Sd) R. Hunter 

Secy. 
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SELECTIONS FROM OFFICIAL LETTERS AND DOCUMENTS 

238. Letter from the Chief Secretary to Government to the Registrar, 
Nizamut Adawiut, asking to he supplied with the petition of Radhapersaud 
Roy together with copies of any proceedings held by the Court on it, Ac. 
(27 October, 1825), 


On the 27th October last the Chief Secretary was directed 
to write the following letter to the Register of the Nizamut Adawiut. 


To the Register of the Nizamut Adawiut* 

Sir, 

With reference to the letter addressed by you to Mr. Tod 
the 2d judge of the Calcutta Court of Circuit under date the 
2d August last, I am directed by the Right Honble The Governor 
General in Council to desire you will acquaint the Court of Nizamut 
Adawiut that His Lordship in Council is desirous of being furnished 
with a Translation of the Petition presented by Radhapershaud Roy, 
together with a translation of any proceedings held by the Court 
on that Petition and of any remarks which Mr. Tod may have 
submitted in explanation of his conduct on the points noticed in 
your letter.* 


239. Letter from the Offg. Collector of Burdwan in reply to that of the 
Board transmitting the required report on Ramtunoo Outt’s petition. 
(8 November, 1825). 

Sir, 

In reply to your letter under date 25th Ultimo and its enclosed 
Petition No. 827 I beg to forward herewith the report called for.f 

Enolo: 

Ramtunoo Dutt’s Petition.— 

1st. Petitioner states that Mr. Molony was deputed to Rurdwan 
in 1231 R. S. to investigate the case of embezzlement and appointed 
him (Petitioner) as acting Kuzanchee and he discharged the duties for 
one month faithfully.— 

1. Mr. Digby nominated Petitioner as acting Treasurer and not 
Mr* Molony.—Petitioner was merely continued in charge of the 
Treasury until I was able to appoint a responsible individual. 

2d. That Mr. Molony summoned him as a witness in the suit 
of Government Vers. Radapershad Roy and others, and he deposed in 
the foujdaree Court and before the Judge of Circuit and that Mr. 

* Judicial (Criminal), Procgs, 15 Dec., 1825, No. 16* 
t Board of Revenue, Procgs. 2 Dec., 1825, No. 13, 
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Molony in the presence of the judge of circuits Moulvee and others 
said if he had known as much as he then did he would have 
prosecuted Petitioner. 

2nd. 1 can give the Board no information in this Statement of 
Petitioner. 

3rd. That Radhapershaud Roy took from this office authenticated 
Copies of three chellans formerly received from the Treasurer of the 
zillah Court and filed the same in the suit before the Judge of Circuit.— 
In consequence of the good understanding existing between the two 
Treasurers the money and the transfer (burat) specified in the chellans 
were carried to credit. 

Mr. Molony and the acting Collector having come to the 
Treasury took from Petitioner a bundle of chullans and that Ram- 
narain Muzmindar selected the three Original chullans and gave 
them to Mr. Molony—the 1st of them contained the words “note 
Curatee Ramdhun Chuttoo” for a specified sum in the 2nd some Notes 
and some cash and for other rupees was substituted the words “being 
Ramdhun chung” i.e.—being a transfer and chung for chuttoo and in 
the 3rd chellan was written “Ramdhun chuttoo Note.—” 

3. When the copies of these chellans were referred to me I imme¬ 
diately compared them with the Originals which were in the charge of 
Petitioner and on finding that the words “Curat” note &ca were 
specified in the latter made them over to Mr. Molony who brought the 
circumstances to the notice of the magistrate whose proceedings in 
the case proved that the words in question were added to the Original 
challans after their receipt in this Office and as Ramtunoo the Peti¬ 
tioner had the charge of the papers it is quite evident that without 
his connivance the words "Curat note” &ca could not have been 
added to the Original chullans—consequently—I dismissed him so 
soon the magistrates proceedings satisfactorily proved that the words 
were not written in the chullans by the Treasurer of the Civil Court. 

4. Mr. Molony interrogated a Adeet churn Chose the mohurer 
belonging to the Treasury of the Civil Court who replied that the 
signature was his but he did not write the chullans and could 
not state of the amount of the transfer was forwarded to the 
collectors office. 

4. The Petitioner never set up as a defence that the forged words 
were in the chullan at the time of their receipt—he being the mohurer 
who examined and had charge of the challans ought to have brought 
this good understanding or dostee as he terms it to the notice of the 
then Collector—such an extraordinary proceeding could not have 



SELECTIONS FROM OFFICIAL LETTERS AND DOCUMENTS 


escaped his notice—without his connivance the words could not have 
been added and that they were added „ ,, ,♦ ,> 

,, ,, to serve the turn of Radhapershad is evident 

from the circumstance of the entries into the seah not corresponding 
with the chullans in question as they now stand. 


5. Mr. Molony took the chellans to the Magistrate and sent 
Ramnarain to the Treasurer of the Civil Court who represented to the 
Collector that the adawlut khazanchee acknowledged having written 
the name of Ramdhun Chatterjea in the chullans but not the word 
“Curat” upon which the Collector suspended Petitioner—On the 6th of 
September roobacaree was received from the magistrate which did not 
in any way reflect upon the character of Petitioner and that the 
Collector in submission and flattery to Mr. Molony, dismissed your 
Petitioner on mere suspicion.— 


5th. The concluding part of the Petition wherein it is stated that 
he was dismissed to gratify Mr. Molony is undeserving of my notice 
tho* calling for the serious displeasure of the Board.* 

No order 


240. Nizamut Adawlut's reply to the above requisition. With encio. 
(it November, 1825). 

Sir, 

I am desired by the Court of Nizamut Adawlut to acknowledge 
Present the receipt of Mr. Bayley’s letter under date the 

Off™ ChSrjudge and 27th ultimo and in reply to submit for the in- 
A Ross Esqr . formation of the Right Honble the Governor 

otfg. Judge General in Council a translation of the Petition 

presented by Radhapersaud Rai to this Court on the 13th of 
August last.— 

2. 1 am desired to add that no persian proceedings were held by 
the Court in consequence of the petition in question, save an order 
passed upon it on the 15th of August by the Officiating Chief Judge 
for its transfer from the Persian to the English department, nor was 
any explanation furnished by Mr. I od on the points noticed in the 
Courts letter. 

3. The Petition was read by the Officiating Chief Judge in the 
presence of the Pleader of Government who attended under an order 
addressed to him by the Superintendent of Legal Affairs directing 

* Board of Revenue, Procgs. 2 Dec., 1825, No. 14 
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that he should be present when the Petition of the filing of which the 
Superintendent appears to have received information should be read 
that he might be able to make the Superintendent acquainted, with 
whatever order might be passed respecting it. 

4. With the Petition were filed copies of three English letters 
which the Petitioner seemed to think in point viz. a letter from the 
Acting Superintendent of Police Lower Provinces to the Calcutta Court 
of Circuit dated the 31st May 1817, a letter from the Court of Circuit 
to the Register of the Court dated the 3d of June in the same year, and 
the Register's reply dated the 4th of the same Month and Year. 

5. These Letters which relate to the propriety of a Magistrate’s 
personal attendance before a Court of Circuit to assist in the conduct 
of a Prosecution did not to the Judges under whose authority the 
letter of the 20th of August was written appear to be at all pertinent 
to the case submitted by the Petitioner.— 

6. In conclusion 1 am directed to submit it respectfully to His 
Lordship in Councirs consideration that the case in which these 
papers have been called for by Government is still under trial and that, 
Government being a party concerned, it would have been more 
consonant to established usage and the existing Regulations had the 
copies required been applied for by Petition presented to this Court 
or the Court of Circuit by the Pleader of Government acting under 
instructions from the Superintendent and Remembrancer of Legal 
affairs.* 

EllClO." 

Petition of Radhapershad Rie filed August 13th in the Sudder 
Dewanny Adawlut.— 

I was Acting Seristadar in the office of the Collector of Burdwan 
when in the Month of June 1824, Mr. John Digby Collector of the 
district found himself incapacitated by ill health from fully discharging 
the functions of his office and applied for leave of absence for a few 
weeks. During this period the treasurer taking advantage of the 
illness of the Collector and his absence from the station, disbursed on 
his own account certain sums of the Company's money consisting of 
cash and bank notes. Immediately on hearing of the appointment 
of Mr. J. Armstrong to act as Collector in the place of Mr. Digby 
according to the practice of many other treasurers who carry their 
own disbursements to the account of the Collector or some of the 

* Judicial (Criminal)* Procgs. 15 Dec., 1825, No, 17. 
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amlah he with his deputy accused me in the Criminal Court of having 
embezzled the above sums through their means Government on 
hearing of this fraud in the Collector’s office, appointed Mr. E. Molony 
to enquire into the state of affairs and institute a criminal prosecution 
in the name of Government against the dismissed treasurer and the 
other persons whom he had implicated in his malpractices.— 

Such was the state of affairs when Mr. Molony and Mr. Armstrong 
arrived at Burdwan on August 8th 1824 on August 12th only one day 
after Mr. Digby had delivered over charge of the office, they dismissed 
from their appointments all the amlah who had not Joined in crimina* 
ting me, without laying any crime to their charge but only on suspicion 
of their being connected with me and appointed in their place the 
former seristahdar who were all notoriously hostile to me. On perceiv¬ 
ing this it was impossible for any one of the Amlah to speak a word 
in my behalf all the parts 1 have asserted are clearly proved by the 
Collector's Roobucarree dated August 12th and by the 9th 10th and 
30th paragraphs of Mr. Molony’s report dated august 16th.— 

You will know how that Mr. Molony according to his instructions 
prosecuted the treasurer ane his deputy for embezzlement, and me on 
the suspicion of being connected with them. The Roobucarrees and 
the depositions of the witnesses will put you in full possession of his 
whole conduct both in the collectors office when he had full power over 
the Serishtadar and the whole establishment and also in the Foujdarry 
Court where he sat with the Magistrate and in opposition to Section 


12 Regulation 2 of 1793 and 2 Regulation 2 of 1813 encouraged the 
I reasurer and his Deputy who confessed their crime and the Trea¬ 
surer s father who was security for his son and who from consciousness 
of his son’s guilt had paid the embezzled money, to implicate me, 
and effect my ruin.— 

1 pray you to reflect that it is Mr. Molony’s duty as Superintendent 
of the Company’s affairs to obtain as in other suits what he wants 
from the Court of Circuit and Sudder through the medium of the 
Vakeel of Government, hut not that sitting in person with the Judge 
he should threaten the witnesses who give evidence contrary to his 
object. It must always be borne in mind that this whole line of con¬ 
duct—the dismissal of the Amlah who seemed favorable to my case 
and the determination of Mr. Molony to ruin and disgrace me directly 
tended to terrify and deter all those who had any intention of doing 
me justice and to strengthen and confirm those who from hatred had 
conspired against me notwithstanding the inadmissibility of the evi¬ 
dence of the prosecutor and dismissed treasurer on account of their 
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and also the disagreement of the proofs adduced 
although other facts which came to light did not tend to 
object, yet the magistrate committed me for trial before 
ne Circuit Court. — 


Twelve days after the commitment that is, on January 12th 1825 
Mr. C. R. Martin arrived at the station on Circuit on the 31st the case 
came on and was tried in presence of Mr. Molony myself the other 
prisoners and the Vakeel of Government. Till February 5th the time 
was occupied in taking the evidence and examining the documents 
for the prosecution and the witnesses summoned by the Treasurer and 
his Deputy 1 then presented the imperfect materials of defence I had 
been able to collect in so short a time as had elapsed subsequently to 
my commitment, and stated that 5 out of 8 witnesses I had summoned 
to disprove the accusations against me would shortly arrive Mr. Martin 
however adjourned the trial to the next Sessions and proceeded to 
zillah Jungle mehals.— 

On July 28th 1825 Mr. A. B. Tod arrived on Circuit at Burdwan 
and on august 1st my trial came on and the evidence adduced at the 
former Sessions was gone over Mr. Molony sat every day with the 
Judges and more even than formerly interfered in every transaction 
when the evidence of Ram Tunnoo Dutt witness for the prosecution 
was read Mr. Molony turned round to the Circuit Mooftee and said to 
him “Had 1 been aware that this witness would have given such evi¬ 
dence as this I would have had him also committed/' Whilst taking 
the evidence and examining the proofs for the defence Mr. Molony 
constantly put irrelevant questions to the witnesses which only served 
to confuse their intellects and perplex their statements after taking 
the depositions of one witness and commencing that of another the 
Court adjourned and the unexamined witnesses for the defence with 
that person whose examination was not completed were delivered to 
the custody of the Fouzdarry Nazir. Four of them were confined in 
the Nazirs house and another v/ho had a little property in Burdwan 
was put in charge of a peeadah nor were they freed from this ignomi¬ 
nious treatment till the closing of the evidence whilst the witnesses 
for the prosecution and the Treasurer were all this time living happily 
and at ease under the fostering protection of Mr. Molony. You must 
clearly perceive what great impediments so marked and important a 
distinction in the treatment of the witnesses on either side must have 
thrown in my way. The fact is that some of my other witnesses, 
who are respectable men in the district on hearing of these circums¬ 
tances secreted themselves so that I am greatly distressed by their 
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Iron-attendance subsequently on august 3d the case was adjourned till 
the 25th in order to obtain the attendance of 3 witnesses summoned at 
the former Sessions and 4 of those who had been named shortly 
before the present although the Judge, with the utmost regard to 
justice ordered the 4 witnesses now named to be immediately sum¬ 
moned, yet he rejected many of the documents that I now filed on the 
ground of their not having been presented on the former Sessions.— 

I have indeed been greatly distressed by being kept all day stand¬ 
ing in the Court in the custody of police officers without being allowed 
to open my mouth in my own defence unless by the prosecutor’s 
permission whilst he himself as it were a Judge and supreme over the 
Mooftees and Circuit Court amiah, sat on the bench with the Judge 
sometimes speaking harshly to my witnesses and sometimes making 
suggestions to them to my prejudice, which 1 was debarred from 
answering to—such a course of proceeding is indeed the reverse of 
justice. 

Now in reference to the possibility of the occurrence of circums¬ 
tances similar to the present, the Court of Nizamut Adawlut have 
decided that the setting of persons of authority on trials on behalf of 
Government in quality of prosecutor is illegal-On June 4th 1817 they 
issued an order to that effect, a copy of which I have herewith the 
honor to enclose. 

Now whereas Mr. Molony transgresses all bounds of moderation. 

I have no hope of justice except from the protection of the Court, 

I therefor humbly throw myself on your mercy and implore you to 
prohibit Mr. Molony from sitting with the Judge and to direct the 
prosecution to be conducted by the Vakeel of Government according 
to the established rules and regulations and to enjoin the Circuit 
judge to receive the documents which I have filed in my defence. 

(A true Translation) 

(Signed) J. Thomason 
Asst. 


241. Government’s reply to the above. (15 December, 1825). 

Ordered that the Secretary write the following letter to the 
Register of the Nizamut Adawlut. 

To the Register of the Nizamut Adawlut. 

Sir, 

! am directed to acknowledge the receipt of a letter from you 
under date the 11th ultimo, submitting the translation of a Petition 
presented to the Nizamut Adawlut by Radhapershaud Rae. 
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2. As Mr. Tod does not appear to have offered- any explanation 
on the several points noticed in your letter of the 20th of august, 
forwarding to him a copy of that Petition, the Governor General in 

Council does not consider the subject to require any further observa- 
tions. 

3. With reference however to the concluding paragraph of your 
letter above acknowledged, I am directed to observe, that the 
Governor General in Council cannot recognize the necessity or 
propriety of applying by petition for copies of papers whereas on the 
present occasion, His Lordship in Council may judge it necessary 
to be informed of the orders of the Criminal Courts in matters not 
immediately affecting the issue of a trial in which Government may 
be the prosecutor.* 

Order: 

Ordered that a copy of the above letter to the Register of the 
Nizamut Adawlut, be sent for information to the Territorial 

Department, in reply to the reference from that Department of the 
29th September last. 


242. Beard's letter to the Offg. Collector of Burdwan transmitting copy 
of a petition of Ramtunoo Quit and asking to submit the required records 
(20 December, 1025.) 

Sir, 

1 am directed by the Board of Revenue to transmit to you the 
accompanying copy of a Petition received from Ramtunnoo Dutt and 
to desire that you will submit to the Board the several records 
mentioned in the concluding Paragraph of it.f 


243. Reply of the Oflg. Collector of Burdwan to the above, 
1826.) 


(3 .January, 


Sir, 

In reply to your letter under date 20th December with its enclosed 
Petition of Ramtunnoo Dutt I beg to forward herewith the original 
recoids specified in the last paragraph of the aforesaid petition you 
will be pleased to return these records to this Office,t 


Judicial (Criminal), Procgs. 15 Dec., 1825, No. 18. 
t Records of the Burdwan Collectorate. Voi. 133; p. 290. 
t Board of Revenue, Procgs. 31 Jan., 1826, No. 31. 
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244. Board’s reply to the above* (31 January, 1826). 


Sir, 

I am directed by the Board of Revenue to acknowledge the receipt 
of your letter of the 3d Instant forwarding Original records in the 
case of Ramtunnoo Dutt Petitioner which are herewith returned and 
to transmit to you for your information and guidance a copy of the 
Boards proceeding dated 13th Instant.* 


245* Board’s letter in reply to that of the Offg. Collector of Burdwan re: 
the appointment of a certain officer to the Burdwan Collectorship. (31 January, 
1826). 

Sir, 

I am directed by the Board of Revenue to acknowledge the receipt 
of your letter of the 4th instant and to inform you that your nomina¬ 
tion of Gunganarain Ghose to the situation of sherishtadar is con¬ 
firmed on the presumption that he is wholly unconnected with the 
Rajah and the other zemindars in the District and in the confidence 
that you will immediately inform the Board if this inference is not 
warranted. 

2d. The Board are concerned to notice in the remarks 
contained in your present letter and in some of your former 
letters respecting the establishment of your office a spirit of 
opinionativeness not becoming your situation still less actual expe¬ 
rience in the service. 

3d. You place a person at the head of your native Establish¬ 
ment at the same time reporting to the Board that he is not 
able to write the Bengallee language and when the Board observe 
that they consider the power of reading and writing that 
language with fluency and needful qualification for such a situa¬ 
tion you beg with all due deference to the Board’s opinion to 
deem him sufficiently qualified for the efficient discharge of the 
duty notwithstanding his limited knowledge of Bengallee. It would 
have been more becoming to doubt whether you yourself had 
sufficiently considered the duties of a sherishtadar in all their 
bearings nor can the Board easily account for your opinion of 
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amlochun Dutt differing so widely as it appears to do from that 
entertained of him by Mr. Fortescue Mr. Reed and other more 
experienced Public Officers.* 


246. Letter from tfi© Registrar, Nizamut Adawlut, to Government trans¬ 
mitting copy of a report of Jail Delivery for Zillah Burdwan. With enclos. 
(3 March, 1826). 

Sir, 

1 am desired by the Court of Nizamut Adawlut to forward to you 
the accompanying copy of a Letter from the 3d. 
W^Leycester Esqre J uc ^ e of the Calcutta Court of Circuit dated 
C^SmitK^Esqr ^ Ultimo, reporting the Termination of 

c[ T. Sealy Eaqr. the Jail Delivery of Zillah Burdwan for the 
FWie Judges. E9qr * Second Sessions of 1825, together with copies of 
its English Enclosures, and to request you will 
lay the same before the Right Honorable the Governor General in 
Council, f 

Enclos: 

(Copy) 

lo W. H. Macnaghten Esqr. 

Register to the Nizamut Adawlut 

Fort William. 

Sir, 

1 have the honor to acquaint you for the information of the Nizamut 
Adawlut that I have this day concluded the Jail Delivery of this 
station for the second Half yearly Sessions of the past year. 

The usual statements and copies of the Futwas deliverd in the 
cases of the Prisoners punished and acquitted, are herewith 
transmitted. 

Zillah Burdwan 1 am Sir &ca. 

The 27th of February, (Signed) R. Walpole 

1826. 3d. Judge. 


* Board of Revenue, Procgs. 31 Jan., 1626, No. 35. 
t Judicial (Criminal), Procgs. 27 March, 1826, No. 9. 
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Form No. 3 

Calendar of a Trial postponed at former Sessions for the Zillah Burdwan viz. 


antecedent to the Second Sessions for 1825. 


Names of Prisoners 


23 Sheebnarain Rai 
late Treasurer of the 
Burdwan Collector- 
ship 


Charge. 


Being accessary to and 
conniving at the fraudu¬ 
lent embezzlement of the 
sum of Sa. Rs. 136,600- 
8-8 of the public money 
from the Collector’s Trea¬ 
sury 

24 Radhapershad Fraudulently embezzling 
Rai late 2d Sherista-the above sum from the 
dar of Ditto ~ ” 


At what 
Sessions 
Trial 
commen¬ 
ced and 
postponed 


Collector’s Treasury 

25 Ramdhun Being an active aece- 
Chatterjee, late Naibssary and accomplice in 
the embezzlement in ques 
tion. 


Treasurer of Ditto 


26 Ramchund 
Gangoolee late Record 
Keeper of Ditto 


Being an accessary and 
accomplice in the late 
Embezzlement. 


2d 

Sessions 
of 1824 

1st 

Sessions 
of 1825 


Dates of the 
Orders of 
the Court 
of Circuit 
directing 
further 
enquiry. 


5th Feby. 
1825 

& 

5th Septr. 
1825 


Names of 
the 

Witnesses 
summoned 
on further 
Trial and 
in 

atten¬ 

dance. 


Names of the 

Witnesses 
summoned & 
not in atten¬ 
dance with 
the reasons 
assigned by 
the Magis¬ 
trate for their 
non-atten¬ 
dance. 


Hoory 

Beharee 

Roy 

Gopee 
m o h u n 
Chatterjee 

Gunga- 
n a r a i n 
Banerjee 

Sadhchurn 

Day 


Petumber 

Chatterjee 

Bhungwan- 
chund Ghose 

Sumbhoo 
c h u n d 
Mullick 

Gooroodoss 

Mookerjee 

Radamohun 

Sircar 

Ramlochun 

Bose 


8 


Whether 
decided 
at the 
Sessions 

just com¬ 
menced 


Decided 
and refer¬ 
red to the 
Nizamut 
Adawlut 
on the 
15th of 
February 
1825. 


9 


iSL 


If again postponed 
the cause of 
further post¬ 
ponement. 


Zillah Burdwan,, 27th February 1825. 


(Signed) R. Walpole, 3d Judge. 


o 
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Form No. 5 

Abstract Statement of Prisoners acquitted by the 3d Judge of the Court of Circuit for the Division of Calcutta 
at the Jail Delivery of Zillah Burdwan for the 2d Sessions of 1825. 



No. ofj Names 
Prisoners 


26 


Sex 


Age 


Ramchund Male 
Gangooleej 


25 


Religion 

or 

Caste 


Profession 


Hindoo 

Bramin 


Service 


Crime charged and 
when alledgea to have 
been committed 


Being an accessary & 
accomplice in the Em¬ 
bezzlement of the sum 
of Sa. Rs. 136,600. 
8, 8. of the public 
money from the Collec¬ 
tors Treasury 26th 
July 1824 or 12 Srau- 
hun 1231 B. S. 


8 


Acquitted for want 
of proof of guilt, 
or on clear 
proof o f 
Innocence 


Want of 
of guilt 


proof 


Sentence of 
the Court of 
Circuit when 
passed 


The 15th 
Feby. 1826 


10 


Explanation 

and 

Remarks 


This person was 
included in the 
same co m m i t- 
m e n t with 
Sheebnarain and 
others whose 
case has been re¬ 
ferred to the Su¬ 
perior Court. 


Calcutta Court of Circuit, 
Zillah Burdwan 
27th February 1326* 
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(Signed) R. Walpole 
Judge 
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SELECTIONS FROM OFFICIAL LETTERS AND DOCUMENTS 

247* Mr. Molony’s letter to the Collector of Burdwan (0. Scott Junior) 
res the cases of Govindpersaud Roy and another. (3 April, 1827. ) 

Sir, 

Allow me to call your attention to the decree passed in the 
Zillah Court of Burdwan against Govindpersaud Roy the late 
Abkaree Darogah. 

2. I have made one or two attempts to have the Decree carried 
into effect, in order to realize the amount for Government but 
Govindpersad having appealed, execution of it has been refused. 

3. 1 now forward a copy of the decree and an Arzee addressed to 
me by the Government Pleader at Burdwan from which you will 
observe that Govindpersad Roy has not yet furnished security to abide 
the eventual judgment in appeal, and of course he will endeavour to 
throw every obstacle in the way of the case proceeding in order to 
delay as long as possible the payment of what is due from him. 

4. Three months have elapsed since a reference was made by the 
Judge to the Hooghly Court to ascertain the sufficiency of the 
securities tendered by the appellant, no answer has been yet received 
and none will be received unless the matter is pressed forward. I beg 
therefore to suggest that you send for the Vakeel and direct him to 
press the Court to repeat the call on the Judge of Hooghly and if 
the security tendered proves insufficient to execute the decree. 

5. Another action of a similar kind filed against Government by 
the late Stamp Darogah has been a long time depending in the 
Burdwan Court ; why it has not long ago been decided I cannot 
imagine, the case is a very plain one, and the Vakeel should be 
directed to press it to decision as early as possible/ 

248. Mr/ Molony’s further letter to the Collector of Burdwan re: 
the above matter. (5 May, 1828.) 

Sir, 

May 1 beg to call your attention to a letter which 1 had the honor 
to address to you on the 3rd April 1827, on the subject of the decree 
passed in the Zillah Court of Burdwan in favour of Government 
against Govindpersaud Roy who held the office of Abkaree 
Tuhseeldar under Mr. Digby and to be informed whether in 
pursuance of the suggestions offered in the 5th and 6th Paragraphs of 
that letter any measures were adopted in the above case, and in the 
case of the late Stamp Darogah which then remained undecided.f 

* Records of the Burdwan Collectorate, Vol. 147. 

t Records pf the Burdwan Collectorate, Vol. 155, p. 4. 
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: 249. eadhapersaud Roy's letter submitting a petition to Government* 

(23 July, 1828) . 

Sir, 
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I request the favor of your laying before the Right Honble 
the Governor General in Council the accompanying Petition 
together with the documents therein mentioned and have the 
honor to be.* 


Enclos 


To The Right Honorable 

Lord William Cavendish Bentinck 

Governor General in Council &ca. &ca. 

Fort William. 

Sheweth, 

That your Petitioner, a Brahmin by birth, and for some years 
Officiating Sheristadar of the Collectorship of Burdwan, was at the 
instance of Mr. Molony Remembrancer of Law, put on his trial 
on a charge of having been concerned in an embezzlement of the 
Public Money from the Treasury of that Collectorship, but was 
fully acquitted by the Judges of the Sudder Nizamut Adawlut after 
an enquiry almost unprecedented in rigor and prosecuted in a 
manner peculiarly disadvantageous with the Defendant your 
Petitioner. 

Notwithstanding the oppressive course which your Petitioner 
can, he hopes, satisfactorily shew to your Lordship, was pursued 
against him on this occasion your Petitioner refrained from making 
any representation on the subject to Government so long as the 
investigation was conducted before the regular and established 
tribunals of Justice, though in some instances he was obliged to 
appeal against the unfair conduct of the Prosecutor, nor would 
your Petitioner now have thought it becoming to trouble your 
Lordship, with this address, had not other individuals equally 
innocent with himself been involved in his misfortune and had not 
the rancorous enmity which has been subsequently evinced by 
the Gentleman towards your Petitioner forbidden them from 
cherishing any hope of redress at his hands. For not content 
with pushing the trial through every possible stage Mr. MoIon„ 
has endeavoured to nullify the acquittal pronounced by the Judges, 
in recommending to your Lordships Government that a Decree 
passed by the highest Judical Tribunal in India (vide the Appen- 

* Judicial (Criminal), Procgs. 31 July, 1828, Nq 28. 
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No. I) should be reversed that your Petitioner though found 
Innocent by them, should by your Lordship be treated as guilty 
and incapable of ever holding any employment in the Public' 
Service. 

Your Petitioner is however principally actuated by another 
motive in which he is confident of meeting with your Lordships 
condescending approbation and sympathy. He humbly hopes that 
by bringing his case fully before your Lordship, measures may 
suggest themselves by which the hardship that others who may 
fall into similar circumstances with those in which your Petitioner 
was involved, are exposed to, from the present mode of conduct¬ 
ing such prosecutions may in future be provided against and that 
the prejudice, prepossession and pride of a Public prosecutor may not 
again be admitted to array themselves against the accused either 
in condemnation and punishment before Trial, exertion of undue 
influence in its progress or further prosecution after innocence has 
been judicially established. 

The grievances of which your Petitioner has to complain are 
principally the following. That though deputed merely to investigate 
the embezzlement at Burdwan Mr. Molony commenced the enquiry 
by prejudging the guilt not merely of your Petitioner but of others 
who either were or whom he thought proper to allege were 
connected with him either as Relations or friends. 2dly. That not 
content with the exertion of his utmost influence to procure the 
condemnation of your Petitioner in Court Mr. Molony has misre¬ 
presented evidence and many circumstances in his public reports and 
thus given a false coloring to the grounds on which he thought pro¬ 
per to recommend the prosecution of your Petitioner, which could not 
fail to prejudice the Public Authorities into the adoption of the 
validity of the charges on which your Petitioner was prosecuted 
and 3dly. That thus prejudging, he adopted a system of inti¬ 
midation of the most Tyrannical description which left your Peti¬ 
tioner utterly destitute of support and exposed him to the triumph¬ 
ant and unchecked malice of his false accusers, whose statements in 
general were on the other hand received with confidence on no 
other grounds apparently than that they went against your 
Petitioner. 

In support of the first complaint, {your Petitioner has only to 
refer your Lordship in Council to Mr. Moionys own report of the 16th 
August 1824, regarding his proceedings and those of the Acting 
Collector on the !2th of that month <Vide Appendix No. 2). It will 
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be there seen that in concert with the new Acting Collector the 
very day after his receiving charge, Mr. Molony without any pro¬ 
ceeding in the nature of Regular investigation, thought proper to 
disgrace and punish by dismissal several Officers of the Collector- 
ship without a single charge of any kind being even preferred 
against them. The Head Serishtadar Koonjeebeharry Roy was, he 
alleged, understood to be “An old dependent of Roy s the father of 
Radhapurusaud* Your Petitioner, and seemed to Mr. Molony ignorant 
of his duty; such are the reasons stated for his suspension and 
subsequent dismissal: yet the information was totally false and the 
Charge of incapacity utterly unfounded as was afterwards fully shown 
by the late Collector Mr. Digby in his reply of the 22d September 
1824, (Vide Appendix No. 3) who on the other hand proves that 
this man a Public Servant of 20 years standing possessed Testi¬ 
monials of high character from Gentlemen in the Civil Service 
whose opinions were certainly worthy of being weighed 

against Mr. Molony\s experiences of one day. The letters of 
Mr. C. T. Sealy and Mr. John Miller in the Appendix No. 4 will 
convince your Lordship in Council of the Justice of this assertion. 
Besides if his efficiency for conducting the duties of his situation had 
been really a matter of question, the regular course which ought to 
have been followed, was to have sent him into Calcutta for the exa¬ 
mination and orders of the Board of Revenue. Accidental similarity 
of name appears to have been the real cause of Koonjubeharry's 
misfortune, though he was not even of the same caste as your Peti¬ 
tioner, and though it was untrue that he had ever been dependant of 
your Petitioners father, the declaration that such a circumstance was a 
ground for the dismissal of a Public Servant will testify to your Lord- 
ship in Council, as it did most prejudicially for your Petitioner to the 
Inhabitants of Burdwan, the spirit in which the investigation (if such 
proceedings deserve not rather the name of persecution ) was com¬ 
menced. 

Next to Koonjubeharry Roy came Lallah Muddun Gopaul a native 
of Allahabad who had spent the greater portion of his life in Public 
employment under Mr. Dean and other Gentlemen of the Civil Service 
with a deservedly high reputation for ability and strict integrity. He 
had been promoted under the late Collector from the situation of 
head Moonshee on the Pulbundy Department to that of Acting Sheris- 
tadar in the room of your Petitioner as after your Petitioner had first 
been charged with embezzlement by the Treasurer before the Magis¬ 
trate he being required to be in Daily attendance at the Judicial Court 
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could no longer attend the duties of his Office and consequently was 
necessitated to resign his situation. This Muddun Gopaul was alleged 
in the report and the proceedings (in the Appendix No. 2) to be “a 
dependant of his your Petitioners and for no other avowed reason 
than that he was represented as a friend of your Petitioner, and this 
worthy person not merely deprived of his promotion and of his former 
situation but also exposed to disgrace by sentence of dismissal Publicly 
pronounced on the same day the 12th, August in open Cutcherry. 
Had your Petitioner been not merely charged with peculation but 
found guilty of 1 reasonable attempts against the Government of the 
Country, he presumes to think that the Punishment without Trial or 
even prosecution of those who were merely alleged to be his friends, 
would be pronounced a most rigorous and even Tyrannical Measure. 

Still more severe and violent measures were adopted against those 
who were represented to Mr. Molony as relations to your Petitioner. 
Ramchunder Gungoly a distant relation of your Petitioner by marriage 
whom Mr. Molony describes to be “his near relation** was on the 
I2th. August, the veiy same day formerly mentioned, suspended and 
handed over to the Magistrate, without any specific charge. The reason 
assigned for the proceeding against this Individual who was one of 
the keepers of native Records, was that a perusal of Papers in English 
&ca excited a suspicion of his participation in the embezzlement 
(Vide appendix No. 2) He was superseded by another person before 
the result of his Trial was known, and notwithstanding his acquittal 
by the Judicial Tribunal, his restoration to the situation has thus been 
prevented. Next to Ramchunder Gungoly was Govindpersaud Roy 
Acting Darogha of Abkaree the only relation of your Petitioner's that 
held any place in that Collectorship. He was punished by imme¬ 
diate dismissal and delivered over to the Magistrate as a criminal on 
the charge of embezzlement of the Revenue of Government due. 
Although he was consequently involved in much trouble and disgrace, 
yet the only consolation which lie received was an honorable acquittal 
by the Judicial Court. 

i'our Petitioner was thus, in the first instance, virtually condemned 
without any regular enquiry and treated as a person with whom it 
was criminal and punishable to be reported to have been connected or 
even acquainted, though your Petitioner was then in daily attendance 
at the Criminal Court to defend himself against the charge of Embez¬ 
zlement brought by the I reasurer and consequently was to be re¬ 
garded as Innocent both in the sight of Law and Common Justice 
until he should be proved Guilty. At Burdwan such was the immediate 
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as your Lordship must at once perceive the necessary effect of 
those measures, that native Officers and the people in general were 
afraid to be seen in company with your Petitioner as if intercourse 
with him would be regarded as Treason against the state and would 
consequently subject them to Criminal Prosecution or occasion at least 
the loss of their situations and reputation. Hence every one ceased 
to visit him or even to notice him while in his attendance at the Court 
and thereby the Treasurer and his friends were greatly encouraged to 
persevere in their false charges and to intimidate persons who might 
otherwise have stood by your Petitioner and boldly contradicted 
what his enemies advanced or insinuated against him. 

That in support of the second complaint that Mr. Molony has 
misrepresented evidence and misstated many circumstances in his 
public reports and thus a false coloring to the grounds on which he 
thought proper to recommend the prosecution of your Petitioner 
which could not fail to prejudice the Public authorities into a per¬ 
suasion of the validity of the charges on which your Petitioner was 
prosecuted your petitionor entreats your Lordship's attention to the 
following facts : That before he had time to make any regular investi¬ 
gation into the merits of the question of embezzlement Mr. Molony 
sent to Government a report of the case full of hasty conjectures dated 
the 16th August (four days after the charge of the Office had been 
delivered) representing your Petitioner as a public peculator and 
making the same unfavorable impression in every quarter by private 
and public means. 1 hat Gentleman having thus prejudged the case, 
his subsequent investigations were anxiously directed elicit evidence 
that might have a tendency to confirm his report and display his 
penetration. Petitioner begs leave to point out in the first place some 
of Mr. Molony’s misrepresentations in the reports of the 16th August 
and 10th September 1824 for the consideration of your Lordship in 
Council. In stating “the substance of the Petition which was pre¬ 
sented to Mr. Hutchinson ( the Magistrate) by Sheonarain the 
Treasurer” Mr. Molony not being content with the language of the 
Petition though extremely prejudicial to your Petitioner's character, 
makes two additions to which no allusion whatever was made in that 
petition apparently, with a view to give weight to the general charge 
advanced in it by subsequent representations. The first of the addi¬ 
tions alluded to is that “at last 2 Lacs were ordered to be remitted 
to Morshedabad but only V 2 lac was forthcoming, Radhaprusad 
and his relatives Ramchunder Gungoly and Govindprusad Roy 
consulted and made every effort to get money from zumindar’s 
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Mookhtars and on the 4th or 5th Srawun the halves of Bank notes 
for 26,500 were pawned and 14000 raised thereon and that remittance 
was got off". (Vide Mr. Molony’s report of the 16th. August 
Para 3d) To substantiate this addition of his so decidedly criminating 
the character of your Petitioner Mr. Molony stated in a positive 
manner (Para 5) that “direct evidence as to the halves of notes for 
26,500 Rs. having been pawned through the Agency of Radhaprucad ,, 
had been laid before the Magistrate and this endeavoured to establish 
at once the guilt of your Petitioner in the Conviction of Government. 
Your Petitioner now embraces this opportunity of laying before your 
Lordship in Council an authenticated copy of the Petition presented 
to the Magistrate by the Treasurer in the Appendix No, 5 and also 
of the evidence of the Gomashta of the Banker (No. 6) to whom the 
halves of the notes were pawned exculpating your Petitioner and his 
relations, assured that these Documents, when compared with 
Mr. Molony’s Statements above referred to, will testify to your 
Lordship in Council the validity of this assertion of your Petitioner. 
Mr. Molony did not stop here he again related the circumstance in 
his report of the 10th of September 1824 (Para 26) in the most 
unequivocal manner as if he had been himself an eye witness of the 
alleged transaction “it was” he says, “at this juncture that Radha- 
pursad Roy took and pawned the halves of Bank notes of which the 
other halves had been remitted to the General Treasury on the 30th. 
June and raised the sum of 14,000 Rs. upon them. This is in evidence 
strongly, the Poddar to whom they were pawned having deposed to 
the fact’\ Now your Petitioner beseeches your Lordship s attention 
to the evidence given by the Poddar himself (appendix No. 7) 
exonerating your Petitioner from the charge. An authenticated copy 
of the evidence and its original translation by Mr. Blacquire were, as 
called for, forwarding to the late Collector and are still among the 
Records of Government, as is acknowledged in Mr. Digby's reply to 
the Board (Para 32) dated the 9th October 1824. 

Mr- Molony secondly adds another circumstance (Para 3) as if it 
had been a part of the Petition presented to the Magistrate by the 
Treasurer that “in answer to a demand of 50,000 Rs. sent from the 
Commercial Resident at Hurripal, Radhaprusad Roy made Mr. Digby 
write and say “he had no money in deposit’\ And to corroborate 
this allegation that Gentleman not only repeated again the same 
circumstance in the report of the 16th but in the subsequent report 
dated the 10th September thus dwells on the subject “Mr. Digby this 
time was extremely ill and none of the Draughts of the Letters 
65 
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Iten to the Commercial Residents) are in his hands Writing : 
They were drawn up by the Head Writer Petamber Chuttooja evident¬ 
ly in concert with Radhaprusad Here Mr. Molony take upon 
himself to declare positively that they were written by the head 
writer “evidently in concert with your Petitioner” without even 
attempting to assign the least ground for coming to such certain 
conclusion, while on the contrary, this head writer’s declaration 
before the Magistrate in presence of Mr. Molony exculpates your 
Petitioner from having any concern in Drafting or despatching these 
letters. Besides Mr. Digby’s reply dated the 9th October 1824 
(Para 25) gives a full explanation of the Draughts attended to. 

As to the statement of Mr Molony that “every important post in 
the Office was filled by some one connected with the family of 
Radhapursad” your Petitioner humbly begs to refer your Lordship 
to Paragraphs from 16 to 30 of the reply of Mr. Digbys dated the 
22d. September 1824 as proving this charge to have been found in 
mere prejudice or rashly adopted misinformation. [ here are several 
other mis-representations made by that Gentleman though not so 
widely different from truth, yet tending to prejudice the Public 
authorities against your Petitioner, such as reporting the Treasurer 
to be “a youth of 18 or 19 years of age” which the Treasurer himself 
did not think it necessary to assume an age below 22; and describing 
Ramchunder Gungoly, a distant connection of your Petitioner by 
marriage, to be a near relation &ca. But your Petitioner feels 
reluctance in claiming any longer your Lordships attention on the 
present occasion, as the instances which your Petitioner has already 
brought to the notice of Government, suffice, he presumes, to verify 
his second complaint. 

Your Petitioner however begs to be permitted to point out one 
gross inconsistency or rather self-contradiction found in the state¬ 
ments of Mr. Molony, entreating your Lordships observation of the 
spirit it evinces. While in defiance of the highest Judicial Authority 
Mr. Molony holds your Petitioner in his final report to Government 
as the principal delinquent, that Gentleman on the other hand 
declared (15th February 1826) after the conclusion of the trial that 
your Petitioner equally with the other Defendants was, he thought, 
only guilty of privity concerning the embezzlement and consequently 
equally with the others liable to punishment. So much was that 
Gentleman led away by his prejudice against your Petitioner that 
though possessed of a strong memory he entirely overlooked what 
he, as the Remembrancer of Law has recorded in the Judicial 
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roceedings held at no very distant period viz. in the 2d sessions of 
1826. (Vide Appendix No. 8). 

In support of the third complaint that Mr. Molony adopted a 
system of intimidation of the most 1 yrannical description which left 
your Petitioner utterly destitute of support and exposed him to the 
triumphant and unchecked mare of his false accusers whose state-' 
ments in general were, on the other hand, received with confidence, 
your Petitioner lays before your Lordship in Counci 1 an extract from 
a Durkhast (Appendix No. 9) which he was necessitated for his own 
safety to present to the Sudder Nizamut Adawlut, giving a specimen 
of the hostility manifested by Mr. Molony towards your Petitioner in 
conducting the prosecution. This petition was delivered into the 
Court of Sudder Nizamut on the 13th. of August 1825, and was read 
and recorded on the 15th. Mr. Molony by applying to that Court 
thro the Government Pleader, procured a copy of the Petition on 
the following day (16); but the facts set forth in the Petition that 
Gentleman has not, to the best of your Petitioner's knowledge, ever 
offered to impugn; and an order accompanied with a copy of the same 
Petition was on the 20th of that month issued to the Judge at Burdwan 
then on his circuit and that Gentleman (Mr. A. B. Tod) from his strict 
regard for truth, as your Petitioner has been informed, made no 
attempt to contradict even the least item therein mentioned. The 
extract alluded to is as follows.— 

“Lately, on the 28th of July 1825 his honor Mr. Alexander Brewer 
Todd the second Judge of the Court of Circuit having arrived at the 
zillah of Burdwan, and having brought on the cause on the first day 
of August made an order for the reading of the depositions of the 
witnesses who appeared at the preceding session. His honor Mr. ; 
Molony, having from that day, occupied a seat in the Court of Circuit, 
has commenced in a greater degree than formerly, to interfere in 
every point, .When the deposition of Ramtunnoo Dutt a witness for 
the prosecution was under perusal, his honor Mr. Molony, addressing 
himself to the Mooftee of the Court of Circuit, said u had 1 been aware 
that this witness would have given such evidence as this, I would have 
included him also among the Defendants. After this day, during 
the examination of the witnesses for the Defence, and production of 
some Documents; his honor Mr* Molony was not deficient in putting 
irrelevant questions to them which could only be considered as tend¬ 
ing to perplex their minds and to produce contradictions in their 
testimony—and after the examination of pne witness had been con- 




RAJA RAMMOHUN ROY 

eluded and the deposition of another had been commenced with 
“the Court rose, and the other witnesses whose examination had not 
“commenced, together with the witness whose depositions had not 
4 ‘concluded on that day, were taken into the Custody of the Fouzdarry 
“Nazir, i.e, four among them, were confined in the lock-up-place of the 
“Nazir at his quarters, and one of them, who had a small zemendarry 
“within the zillah of Burdwan remained in Custody of Peons—And 
“not one among these, obtained his emancipation from this disgrace 
“till his examination was concluded—but the witnesses for the Pro¬ 
secution, for the Khazanchee and for others, by the shadow of the 
“Protection afforded them by his honor Mr. Molony, notwithstanding 
“evident contradictions among themselves, remained in the Cradle 
“of tranquility and honor in every respect/* 

“Protector of the Poor, it cannot be hid from your Judicial pene¬ 
tration, that from such indignities to the witnesses called by your 
“Petitioner and from the manifest difference of treatment of the 
“witnesses of the Prosecutor and the Witnesses of the Defendant what 
“powerful dread must have seized the remaining witnesses of your 
“Petitioner-Hsecause, some of them, who are respectable persons of 
“this District, have, upon intimation of this tiding, secreted themselves 
“in such a manner, that your Petitioner has been unable, up to this, to 
“produce them. Ultimately, on the 3d day of the month of August, for 
“the production of three Witnesses named at the preceding Sessions, 
“and four others, for the issuing of subpoenas against whom 1 had 
“petitioned prior to the present sessions, this cause remained Postpon¬ 
ed to the 25th day of the month.--Although from a sense of Justice, 
“the Judge of the Court of Circuit made an order for the production 
“of the four several Witnesses recently named, yet, having returned 
“back most of the Documents that your Petitioner had adduced, he 
“was pleased to say with his lips (which are interpreters of munifi¬ 
cence) why were not these papers put in at the former "Session/*— 
s ‘Dispenser of Justice, how lamentable is the condition of the 
“Defendant, who standing the whole day in a public Court among a 
‘‘crowd of Peons, should not possess the daring to utter a word, 
“without the permission of the Prosecutor (being one of the autho¬ 
rities of the time, and a companion of the judge, and being received 
“in the light of Master, by the Mooftee and the other Officers of the 
“Court of Circuit, and seating himself in the bench, side by side with the 
*'Judge) should sometimes use threatening expressions to the Witnesses 
“of the Defendant and at other times expressions of slight to the 
“Defendant himself, without fearing any retaliation/* 
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As these circumstances speak for themselves and sufficiently indi¬ 
cate the nature of the disadvantages and difficulties your Petitioner 
experienced throughout the Trial, he refrains from any further 
intrusion upon your Lordships time with their details. 

While he was thus adopting every possible Hostile measure in 
conducting the prosecution against your Petitioner, Mr. Molony, 
from an entire reliance on the bare statement of the Treasurer 
worded his report of the 1 Oth- September (Para: 29) in a manner 
so favorable to the cause of the Treasurer as to leave no room for 
Government to suspect even his knowledge of the embezzlement, 
declaring at the same time positively as if he had been confidently 
informed of the fact by your Petitioner, that he being frightened at 
the idea of a new Gentleman being deputed to take charge of that 
Collectorship, endeavoured, in concert with the Deputy Treasurer 
to make up the deficiency and at last attempted to persuade the 
Treasurer to abscond when he (your Petitioner) found himself un¬ 
able to replace the whole of the sum embezzled. Although the 
whole proceedings of the case held at three successive Circuits and 
especially the letters written by the father of the Treasurer and by 
the Deputy Treasurer himself (now among the Judicial Records) 
exculpate your Petitioner from this charge, yet your Petitioner hum¬ 
bly begs to be permitted to quote a clause from a letter dated the 
9th October 1824 written by Mr, Digby the late Collector, who not 
only expressed there what that Gentleman knew personally of the 
circumstance but being thoroughly convinced of the falsity of his 
charge offered to make Affidavit to the fact before Judicial Author¬ 
ity previous to his departure for the Cape. The sentence above 
referred to is as follows.—■' 4 In the 29th Paragraph he (Mr. Molony) 
* ‘affirms positively with hinting at all on what sort of foundation 
“the statement rests as if from his own personal knowledge that 
“Radhaprusad Roy knew of the embezzlement before my leave 
“of absence, and was anxiously laboring to raise the money defi¬ 
cient in preparation for giving over the I reasury to the Gentleman 
“who should be deputed to act, and that the failure of these 
“attempts to raise the money before the time fixed for my 
“departure, caused the detection of the defalcation. 1 cannot help 
“observing that the above view of the matter is quite inconsistent 
‘‘with my own personal knowledge of Radhaprusads conduct. For 
“if my removal had been calculated to involve him in such serious 
“difficulty and distress, he must have been anxious by every means 
“of persuasion, he would think of, to try to have it deferred a little 
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onger, which was perfectly in my option, as the order of the Board 
“permitted me to write to Mr. Armstrong to relieve me when it 
“should suit my own convenience.—But Radhaprusad Roy instead 
of discovering any solicitude whatever for delay, expressed satis¬ 
faction when he had heard that I was about to apply to Govern- 


‘ment for leave of absence, and when subsequently as abovemen- 
tioned it was at my option to leave the station, he expressed a hope 
that for the sake of my Health, 1 would not delay taking advant¬ 
age of the change of air and suggested to me to write immedia¬ 
tely for Mr. Armstrong to relieve me.—If Radhaprusad had been 
“guilty and possessed great influence over me as represented in 
‘ these two reports, he would surely have tried to exert some part 
“of this influence on such an emergency to ward off by a little delay 
“the imminent danger that was impending over him as represented.” 

/our Petitioner has thus with much reluctance animadverted on 
such parts of Mr. Molony’s public conduct only as can be satisfac¬ 
torily proved from a reference to Official Papers and Public Records 


he trusts will serve to testify to your Lordship in what an unprece¬ 
dented and unwarrantable manner the prosecution was begun and 
carried on throughout by that Gentleman. Mr. Molony having failed 
to bring utter ruin upon your Petitioner by a Judicial Trial, or even 
to detect in person or through his numerous and active native Agents 
any fault in your Petitioner in the discharge of the duties attached 
to his own Department as Serishtadar, although Mr. Digby challenged 
him to do so in reply (Para 9) under date the 9th October 1824, 
yet in violation of every principle of Justice he recommends Govern¬ 
ment virtually to disgrace your Petitioner as if he had been a real 
peculator of the Government funds and throws out insinuations on 
the Judgement of three most honorable and able Judges of the Sudder 
Nizamut Adawlut (Messrs. W. Leycester, C. Smith and C. T. Sealy) 
who unanimously pronounced the acquittal of your Petitioner (repre¬ 
senting their decision such as no one) except these Judges who has 
read the Proceedings and Letters connected with the case could 
pass. Your Petitioner in consideration of these circumstances deems 
it proper to lay before your Lordship in Council an authenticated 
copy and translation of the Futwa (Appendix No. 10) given by the 
Law Officers of the Sudder Nizamut and confirmed by the Judges 
of that Court briefly summoning up the whole evidence of the case 
in question, by perusal of which your Lordship will, he trust, fully 
ascertain whether the reflection cast by Mr. Molony on the decision 
of the Judges of the Nizamut Adawlut be justifiable or whether they 
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proceed from the same spirit in which the prosecution against your 
Petitioner was begun and afterwards conducted by that Gentleman- 
It is true as Mr. Molony stated that before this Criminal case came 
to the hearing of those Judges, two years had passed from the time of 
its commencement and proceedings had been previously held and 
evidences taken in their absence. In like manner almost a period 
of two years had elapsed before it was tried by Mr. Walpole and the 
Law Officers of the Court of Circuit and nearly all evidences and 
papers had been taken in the two preceding Sessions ; but your 
I etitioner presumes that no length of time nor the circumstances of 


evidences and Documents having been taken in inferior Courts could 
change the facts and merits of the case or render counterfeit Docu¬ 
ments actually produced that had been faithfully recorded and strictly 
preserved. Such is the nature of Mr. Molony’s excuses for his 
failure in this prosecution, which, if admitted to be well founded, 
would have the effect of destroying the utility of all Courts of Appeal 
and your Petitioner therefore leaves it with confidence to your Lord- 
ship in Council to form a just estimate of their insufficiency. 

Your Petitioner further respectfully but earnestly begs leave to 
solicit the attention of your Lordship in Council to the personal 
sufferings which Mr. Molony's proceedings entailed upon your Peti¬ 
tioner and those most dear to him. Your Petitioner was for a period 
of two years, contrary to the whole tenour of his past life, exposed 
to perpetual insult and endured the most tormenting anxiety of mind 
under cruel and unjust accusations. To have been made the object 
and almost the victim of such relentless prosecution at his very 
entrance on Public life, your Lordship in Council must be aware will 
have the worst possible effect upon his future usefulness to myself 
and his friends. The health of his venerated father whose name was 
on so many occasions so unnecessarily and so invidiously intro¬ 
duced into the proceedings by Mr. Molony has been seriously 
affected by the disgrace which appeared to threaten his family in the 
person of your Petitioner, his constitution has not, even now, re¬ 
covered from the shock which it then received, a fact which will be 
proved by the Certificate of Mr. Alexander Halliday, M. D. his 
medical attendant (Vide Appendix No. II) and as a melancholy addi¬ 
tion to your Petitioner's misfortunes he has no doubt that the illness 
which terminated in the death of his beloved mother was produced 
and perpetuated by the same cause, in proof of which the Affidavit 
of her medical attendant is annexed (No. 12). That your Petitioner 
has thus been made the means, through the calumnious and unjust 
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proceedings of others of entailing such calamities upon his nearest 
and dearest relations will always be a source of bitter reflection to 
him, but he does not refer to these distressing facts for the purpose 
of exciting a shortlived feeling of pity, but to show how deeply and 
extensively perversion of the course of Justice affects the happiness 
both of individuals and families. 

In conclusion your Petitioner does not, on legal grounds, ask for 
any reparation of the private injuries he has suffered but he begs 
leave respectfully to submit to your Lordship in Council the pro¬ 
priety of adopting such measures as will lessen, if not destroy, such 
private and Official influence as was exercised in his case by the Prose¬ 
cutor on behalf of Government, and influence which tends to overawe 
the timid* to create and nourish discontent* and to bring to re¬ 
collection the arbitrary usages of the former Government and the 
uncontrolled privileges enjoyed by its Agents. Your Petitioner does 
not presume to suggest the measure which may be deemed adequate 
to this object* but he trusts the preceding detail clearly prove the 
necessity of them and he confides for their adoption in the Public 
pledges which the British Nation and the British Government have 
given that they desire to see pure and impartial Justice administered 
to the Natives of India. 

And your Petitioner as in duty bound will ever pray.* 

25fl. Government’s reply to the above petition of RacihapersaucI Roy. (31 
July, 1828.) 

Ordered that the Secretary write the following letter to Baboo 
Radhaprusad Roy. 

To Baboo Radhaprusad Roy. 

Having laid your letter dated the 23d. Instant with the Petition 
and Documents which accompanied it before the Right Honble the 
Governor General in Council* 1 am directed to return the letter, and 
to acquaint you that the Petition is not considered to require any parti¬ 
cular orders from Government, f 

Council Chamber I am &ca 

The 31st July 1828 (Signed) H. Shakespear 

Secy, to Govt. 

* Judicial (Criminal), Procgs. 31 July, 1828, No. 29 

t Judicial (Criminal), Procgs. 31 July, 1828, No. 30 
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251 Letter from the Deputy Superintendent & Remembrancer of Legal 
Affairs (Mr. J. Hawkins) to the Collector of Burdwan transmitting copy of 
a reply proposed to be Tiled by Government in Govindpersaud Roy’s case. (IS 
April, 1829.) 

Govindpersaud Roy-Appt. 

•VS" 


Collector of Burdwan---Respt. 

Sir, 

1 have the honor to send for your perusal a copy of the reply I 
propose to file to the "Mojebat” of the Appellant in the above case 
should you approve of it; in which case 1 shall be obliged by your 
returning it as soon as conveniently practicable with a stamp of 4 
Rupees to be furnished to the Government Pleader A copy of the 
Mojebat has 1 believe been sent by the Pleader to you.* 


252. Mr. Hawkins’letter in reply to that of the Collector of Burdwan res 
Govindpersaud Roy’s case. (29 April, 1829.) 

Govindpersaud Roy--Appt. 

-vs- 

Collector of Burdwan--Respt. 

Sir, 

1 have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 
24th Instant and its enclosures. 

2. For the reasons mentioned in the 2d paragraph 
of your letter under acknowledgement I have adopted the line of 
defence proposed by you as being best calculated to meet the case; 
a copy of your answer has accordingly been sent with the necessary 
instructions to the Government Pleader of the Calcutta Provincial 
Court. 

3. I beg to return the original draft transmitted 
by you.f 


253. Radhapersaud Roy’s further letter to Government informing of his 
desire to publish the documents etc. connected with his case. With Govern¬ 
ment’s remark. (28 May, 1829.) 

Sir, 

1 have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 31st July 
1828 by which 1 regret to perceive that the Right Honorable the Gover¬ 
nor General in Council does not deem it necessary to take any 


* Records of the Burdwan Collectorate, Vol. 157 
t Records of the Burdwan Collectorate, Vol. 157 
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easures with reference to the prayer of my petition dated the 23d 
July !828 in which were pointed out certain practical abuses on the 
part of a public officer of Government that brought on me individually 
the greatest hardship and misfortune. 

1 now beg you will be pleased to inform 
Government that in addition to the injuries which my enemies have 
done me, they are still, I understand, promulgating reports severely 
prejudicial to my character ; 1 am therefore induced from a motive 
of self defence against the poisonous whispers of my enemies, to 
publish the documents connected with the proceedings in my case 
with the petition which 1 had the honor to address to the Right 
Honorable the Governor General in Council and your reply thereto 
that both the British and Indian Publick may have an opportunity of 
judging of the merit of the case and pronouncing their impartial 
opinion on the subject.* 

Remark : The Governor General in Council observes that the fore¬ 
going letter require no orders. 


Judicial (Criminal), Procgs. 29 May, (829. No. 70 
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APPENDIX 1. 

Govindpersaud Rov -vs- Rammohun Roy 


EXHIBITS 

A. Deed of Sale of talooks Govindpore and Rammesserpore 
executed by Rammohun Roy in favour of Rajiblochun Roy, 7th 
Paush, 1206 B. S. (20th December, 1799). In Persian. 

(See Plate I) 

B. Ekrarnama or Deed of Agreement executed by Rajiblochun 
Roy in favour of Gooroodoss Mookerjee declaring that he has made 
benatni purchase for him of talooks Govindpore and Rammesserpore 
from Rammohun Roy, 7th Paush, 1206 B. S. (20th December, 1799). 
In Bengali. 


RtfRfcl W’fftR 

RRtRCRfJ 

Wr®* %ft«thc*rfER ats ^rIrrmi Rasfw «ifest , ®rf^ 

'WR^tR 3FCSI 9 ^MR^tR Itcw^sl CRPStRCR* WCR 

v 9 crMW WtR c§t ^ rrr 

m~\ RWR ^*if\ $*1 Rtil ^tRl $fRR 

^tGl 8 ooJ <W fepFl fafl ’ICR %lRCRt^R *fS ^C^s 

RR RtC*m 9 dtCR CRRRtRi TfilRl 'sj'tRtR «fMR RtCR ^MRtR fRRt^C® 
^ <RtC&<l 9 RlR foafN 'Slfrft?) ’Rt’lRl 'RtRtR 

fo*1 'RMS GRtfRRtCRR Rf^s faf 'ifR’W Rtt CTtR fwi Wt9Rl ’«Ur) 
^tC® 5?fl ftTi MK CR fRRJl -WtR *t3 f?lf 5 lRl 

fffRTR RR iR<>9 RtRR9 RtR t RtT^ Cr\r I 



tR°? 

Rtt 

R° ifttRtRt*F 

| r^ 

Rl” fRRR’H 



ilR^RtR 
Rt* R^RtR’jR 


(See Plate II) 
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Govindpore and Rammesserpore 
\jvki uwuum mookerjee, son of Sridhar Mookerjee, in 

Rammohun Roy. 2nd Magh. 1218 B- S. (14th. January, 
In Persian. 


(See Plate HI) 

£' Certificate of Registration of talooks Govindpore and 
Rammesserpore in the name of Gooroodoss Mookerjee granted by 
the Collector of Burdwan. I2J8 B. S. In Persian. 

L. Certificate of Registration of talooks Govindpore and Rammesser¬ 
pore in the name of Rammohun Roy granted by the Collector of 
Burdwan. 7th September 1814; 23rd Bhadra, 1221 B. S- In Persian 


F. Letter from Juggomohun Roy to Hiraram Chatterjee and 
Jagannath Mazumdar. 7th Kartik, In Bengali. 


(Addresses 

C*lltT4 

«rffi 


on the Reverse) 

«to* vmh 
mm ywyffift 


fepfe ^ Cf*pp»fir wpp tjfciyfecyy 47 

few jpw a)fm ?te wifru me? 

c5tfar»i utra Trowis* <ti5 tgtm 'q 3?®tKs yt<yy fe 

fanl* m stttra ftfe 

fwft fom iw 'Q *ifan 'srtn'sil.yfey atfarto yryta 

w ^1 ^tTfll 511 m fey '5fT*R <i)feyfcy fey yfe| 

Wtta ^ 5}^ fejffej fyyj «rr*t=tt?li ^ ’It#! 

#t^l *l\5 ?T3 f*jfe ffC44 4W ’ll#! ^Ca*! fel 

ws a'faat. ^ 
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G. Letter from Juggomohun Roy to Rammohun Roy acknowledging 
a loan of Rs. 1,000/-. 3rd Falgun, 1211 B. S. (13th February, 1805). In 
Bengali. 


-slHtffo 

%v 5 tfM 


aN’tOIt^ <lBl 


£ 

rc* 

rr 

Kv 

tr 

V* 

r 

m 


fet^Pl ^ ^IWt TfQfl ff *t<3 ^ JH 

C^W^l %qt?R CWSftEHI 

<1% f«t%| |{® 

*TC *11*1 ®tfH 

(See Plate IV) 

H. Letter of Agreement or Ekrar from Juggomohun Roy to 
Rajiblochun Roy, llthAahar, 1218 B. S. (23rd June, 1812). In Bengali. 


<n^t^c5it5a[ 


ftPlW 




w opHt? ^nm ?tfMi <smwi w<ft m 

’if® m to ctrei *»la? «>« *11*1 jr idi jft«i cstsrft 

®W falWtE’R WIJ c«i ^ %T 'srfa *R iO*» 

m*i srMt^s fron ^rfot* ^rft Mu ^ ^ 

ufov>TOsfo ctm* ®t*3* «rf^ ^sttTO *r joi jjtcsnr f^Pr^csiwl 
fatsf ^c® foil w<t ffa «wrfo Mm 

»rfa®tfol >> ^ttt* 

^ %*wt?fa «rto 

♦ft tsapfoi (?) 

(See Plate V) 
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by Becharam Sen in favour of Ranirnohun 
Roy, 10th Palish, 1221 B. S. (23rd December, 1814), In Bengali. 

^ratTOFj; 

f^lf^ <?r— 

w 4 ws 'Ufa 'e faft (?) w? *<teaRf 

f®r^ ygm <$mk .cum* #fw 

m oW’bri ^ siwa ’ll#) ft *nm f-tctra fa~< f««Rj mu- 

*F5 Sj»R Bfftl Nj*H SStffWS ?Rt*R Tftff flfa 5 ! ^ffft fW4 C4 

wfa *t*j 5fl *f* « c#i *fa S3t*tre Cf*> *I?W£ 

Htw Srffo* W.t ^MU «Rrt Cfft fMl 4# *ffet 

«t*t mfa fas? ^tvtw fm ^fau *wwi ^ Tfi 

C*t^tl Cft4 Ttfj *fa <?t spqfll ^ ^ «tfal *ttWf 1#l «rW<l mfN 

^ mm TfqW* J ilf¥«4 IN^ oif?*i fc*itcf ffa t^ 5 ® 

mfa ^ ffwi »r r» ^bi 


%1t So (HN 




fa* 

^*11 


>TB 

m 

*fc 


ttf 



<fr 



I. Kabuliyat execut 



' ' W- .-1 ’•' 

AfHftl ’■ fr'' ’’} ■•!;'j;f :'"."}<x 1 ■ ■’$. 

APPENDIX II. 

Maharaja Tejchand Vs. Rammohun Roy and 
Govindpersaud Roy 

JUDGMENT 

No. 3004- 

O-iV sU ^ j ^ j AT* »G® £*1; 

* j ( # j|; ut 1 -^ i rrA jiiy* t&b i rrv 

6 j*.cj .cu52k' A—r * * ^ 

CL- Jj*J ^mJCUOy G J d*jlb| ^jUa5jj J| 0 c 

* * 

sOJpy-J cs^lo^ LOb^ b GJCtf) G A/OJ yyi^l ^ dt/oG ^jltc) 

j ] O^^CXwa) y ^ o)<Gcfe> j) ^ y *G® £****& ^ J &*} 

Jy ^yUj ;; ajilyL ^ yJ G f y*J 

o!(iil> ayij j obc^o jj l> o^y-LJ^y oljct a*jG 

&s>S£u* j O^tc*. j) li(»J j oljife' £Aa*. j yk) *A*I yd dla^iUJ ^Jldc 

5L/C y3jtlx3 iil-^iG I y) &/QiSsisQ ^j»ib ^jGu| dS {*i^j()yd 

j^i^acJ j) Juy^ ^ u>-mj oj^ cJ-aiu) } pr* ^ ^ f Arr ^ 

^iix* dJlbt &jyo e~.)y y $dld &£y ^Juuiwi £jjG 

djGs ^jSJG ^Ca^jj j J ^GJ J J aotvi) 

cvAV-ij u^^ilcXc ^U,xw| <5o^ ^J^,j cLrs-'lij)! ^Ajt3 ^j,j£j LIjeJ ^ ^ 

jJ A*J(la/e c^iib! dJlO^yi sly? ^f| j 

djUz*. G ^1 ^Ml jjy»l | Y | *1 e*~ 1^ ^4y/<>yo».. j| 

d>^(acv^ ^yoiyj 3 £jjj+0 c>53b| G <a«1G s%>^ 

dJto4 ^5^; c ^JjG (jJUj j b | ^ ^ jl &£ i^k o^loi 

^jf lol c—.Ij sSjjbc tdoiljJ J dxi^r ^^aiv/o Juw sOjt^* OJ^ 

c^y 4>A3^f jl U^*y o(^ G wJkl) k^OA.^* AJ (CiXrO JJ 

^ ^j} ik ^/f cr 3j y^ ^ ir m 4-Vu^w^.jJLu-j ji 
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^j2,JG u±*cU** y <*1^ ^>1 J>3 LtfLu ^t>jl ^ 

O^J J v^i^/0 )jy*^* \J ) d ($ £>*; *-r^ ^ 

^yfi J ^ dl-^U di ^asxf dJ ^j! JbdxS ^5^ do^ ^Aifc JjO| Oj^ dLa** d^cU/0 

f i apv *k° ***b ^ cj^ 

6,H\x. sx^> 6x*>jj <iLJAbJ &s*A j) df^^L ^ OtijT cl^i^J J^J j jjf* j-? j 

^&.i/0 uJ%^} \JJ7* ) <d>] »j|0 C^-'lbJ taJ!«d£ ^i^svi &0^/* 

^1 &jy di(ijo»/«D 4-j!A O)^ ^3jJ y>s^Jji jifcdi eiJiy Ja 5^ *UJ cUxvo 

^xJ/o jfjL, cUilb) d£jj d/coiU ^j) ^ i<Ax>(&C> 

JL?) ^^7 y> dxw f* XxX } C>*wJ JJ tA*a*AM*> j)j& 8<^|^ ^ t ^ /0 $*dA3^&<3 

i3^ J)J ^j!j& ^S-V3 jj ^id/® 0|cd5UJ ^^ ..C.-^.^) ^^.^Lww^ 1 JJ ^ j|)fcdCjLrO ^Jftd 

— Ij cdXJj^J j <i-J ^^.3 ^0 JSO^A- wJ*"3 dJJ^) ^ J^ J 

^ I AfT «U ^ojiti L&dc (c^ (3>Lj ^-j; (•]; ^;b 

^ L yiJif ^|j ^a«w® dd id^-c-J f !tdV)! dxCl^ d^itx '*"’*)y* L^*y)jv 

^jlsjjuu^jl cLK^y*L^^ aIc tra/c cL^/o j ^ jC0&j>Ij Lj 

o}!tsvo j) t>i^ dAj3 jxJ^ ^Cii! u r N ^ w ^ 

jlji) *cj[2<d JAftJ d*ki3 dlfejJ I ^♦‘l «;Lv! iU? ^! *j^y° 

d)2ij I f ♦V *•<* jA>}^ tJ ^jZx'xLL -=—)o! fcxy 6*» dAdjj y^a. j J 

j \faf° \ tm j$ !s ^ )J - 1^. «>d!o d!i/fcu^i vjb^ ^j^tky’AW® las\iAwi3>3 

♦ t 

^Ca jjl'_ aci^aJ! Ojw j y ^V* cd^l kJ! jltiJ iJiij I M * 

^.1 ^.xiit). ^j/ «ja( 'S-i tii)j ) J#-; 

;A* d^ '*-!) cj (i ;b«-!)’ ^ ji ;/; ^ ^ ^ ^ 

■=-;; j* (»j^* <=-1 *(j/a> u_rn^l >(iil ^ t* ^>jL ^ji JiLoj (jijls '— M ) ^ 
Jijfy ojd j>tfi ^ )j J4*^^-*i^ ^ J b; 

^ej/e^eo tfji. i_>b*' j' 4 —^*y i (*b *“* (*^—• 1 ;b^' J 
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J yejl A&las trrdJL ^ ^ Aj£Jja) *alajji ^sv® Jloty pi I jl y I; 

A) O' ajji ^$1 j ^-ic &lk* 1U) o -rJ/0 ^JaxIw AaxJ y^ 

r )j jyL>/c AftjJisvlI^i J) Awj A^ Jj «>*»*? j u>=^*3> u.Jpr) jjpl 

^jjda/o J&l 5 ! J Jab ^aj j) ^yb Aauj 

Axlx bc^L® j<S) t j} ^Ji ^J^y. ^ ^cJaO a 5" ^L*jb y Oj*ja y» J 

yi/C /T ■ K ASjy/® b fejj** J A’iilc A^ Ajc (ccWV/^^ AC.) iV*AA/® 

» ^ylxi ^ala ^aA-A^j! J**^. S-^L/® ^ 1 Ci^Aaw Axifi tccA^A/* ^ c fj' 0 

i^^vJa say ^.WWl (jljiu j la?* ^jL ^Jap j y> j! v>W (J*j° ) 

(J L-^ 6 J*M J ^y *a»jdc t'J'jjby !*{(} xXV^. A^/O^aw t>^2v 

{♦;^ Jy y.'&y ; ^ c^b £ y £V ^ j- 

j, JU UC 3 aUy» ^x3 aJIvj |f ♦i y a^ yiy* ^aixk^i yibyyso j! a*3 
^ayj! ^f 4 ^>\jUj Ji G »a3U oU*. axftj JL j) «abj atw) »L y 
JL* Aa« ^ <^>%/ju 3 oju'f i^pLguu)' a*3 JL\J) sya jLLJ oy^ y ^..LL ^ u-Jb 

^yS A*ia v_ill^y J> j5L b aa> jy u>^l aa^L ^a a f lS&> Albb ^iib 

a^ aCJoJ # j a^lai u>Jla£ ^cL*^ a^ ^3 »a^3 ^ | v^T fy**» 

A^ Jl ^a> ^axy j djL I; vj^^b v—ay 

^•<5^*^ c aaIc (ra^Az©^ap ^ ^jAAla^sy^^b Jl JL 

A&Jb) Jtyfi* u>^l AaIL ; (>a y ja aJx ^ayi j aji 

A’JLa? ^ 3(5 ^t^fjl' y>ia^ JL 8v5jj^ A^c Af a)Sa> f N A y ^yy° 

*a^y JL ^ Ai])y ^ay b ^ysa^ ayi aWlajJ c-toUiJ ^iL 


y AjJx b:a^A/o j vL(j «y Jb(r ^ Jit^ a^a. ^-^Aib jj ^—Lotai* j ^^y-' Jl 

a^ y.3 jp^8 j ^psw* yp jl ^ y> vj^^a wJJ^ 

a? lie j) ( , 3 j*> i 1 «»^ >>(aw >./>.3 Axle (ea^A/® Ai^-b a^b isa^3 ^xsnxj A—jL baa/? JL» ^1 
uvLIa ^ ^ ly ^ ^3yj ^Jji jjfij j jj$k> J **j ft 4 ;k> 

y A-alc (ra<dA/fi <blL yjl »jlte j) u>^l ^ JLJ) j 
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■k olSUi (A j y\ J^o \sfW l ^ J& ^IddL j u^J 

^ y<* y& y yJ i ^j$L\*m 

^«tV« di JUcvl aJjC.J Axle txcV*A/»j) j ^Tj/« ^^AaLiamS j)J 8 <3oJy> J AjJ(Ja/0 ^ K 

J*} iSi) J^} tj}}l ^.j! ^>-^1 #^*3 0lxA3 <4~ ^xia. 

4^ oy <y&>}ys\) j^xc ^Xcfc/G ^g .lwJk/0 GU..& «*^>.wAJ 

jr**£ L)jft ^i> j^y^ 

'£4*rbf$j rf* *—jjb y f)*y* )£^ *^j;V° «J^*i ^ji ls £ i ^* 

if*** v ] j)(aJ t> j*J ^/P ^CiX* ^t\3 «*}>Jl*dX dX^ay® y*» O ^yjjJ daJj^/* 

d—Uc (cd&X/o 8 jj£k/<> y ^)i^> d3 j^lovy^o ^$£/* d£-A3l {+£j? ^(ax)ii 0^1 (Sc y dAxT ^Cy 

\mm0*b'j5\} JOjj G 80^C.3 ci^)<d£ CL'taJyxJ ^ uis^yO y &G>* jj‘•^•'^ $0^-c>J ^*Lv$)y®l ^G 

LSi ) dSzJ.Au 6 ^3 8i3>i2) ^jyJJG ^A^Ljlw ^XJfc.i.3 !j d— aIx tccl^d/’® ^XaJam yl) yjy y 

^1 Vi/ A*La^ JJ y* y ^y^p y ^yCA ^j^y c cfif* V 5 ]^! 

yj*** ^rj^OvAXA®j ^J^:w(Xwu/® &tS&Cy) dxLc j<33 dXvw^d 2fO0^ ^tdAA3) 

U>^w!j ^XiddwV/® 6 sj£sX+0y+&S>>, d3 i^S}, c's «4^ j> f 1 ;^ o lc r® u J 1 J 

J<*} U ^Aou^y ^ C^wX ; (^| J ^.di>lav*5 da^cU/O jj u^Uai) ^ix 

d^»X4J^ jk*/ t w*J 4 ^^“Tv y *y* ^ jjl <S—"|^ 3* 

0 dxlx (xJ/4> - Ja)I^ jkf 8Jxy.> 8jx^d y\ y £*1 i)**> d3 ^lk/o yj dJCla^i 

y \ _jIM ^j*} dl£)jf (jtts j! \y ^XvVoA/* oUi'a^.) ^ 

v«^c(^w ^yc 8 j(> ^ ) V^r* dAv*> ^.3 va^-*^ ^ 

j3 jilki ^ f A * 0 £}> ^^ 3(3 dr Jdjj ^0.3 J Jujl^f ^yO Jy^ dj'UiUw! 

y>^! J yL< y y+cyP y> jm L mJ>jlo j) ijjb Cl3vVo (3 ^Gfclyx 0)w) ^ytci> y l *« y 

O ^5 u*3 yMJ ^r | d5 8 Jk/*T J J jdyso ^/>j*<k 3 ^ J3 ^3j 8 jGj Jd y* <*->1^ iofti 

U) OyC ^/fi j 3 ^jvd> ^30 4C_f<3? jjlb L— 9j«ZXXrP y) $fyjx* y ^ifArP J* 

^ fo(s*j»j y?LL IjJLrO ijy*^* ) I^dx. )^y ^Aa- Jl jM*> t d—GJ(^ 

da. ^30 4 S-^!o( (^,/{)^ ,*&& y tfj> yO a* ^xy y<S> Oy 4>3L*p 
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§L 


- Las cfcj j C*~y) y ) ji*M» g-jj.jI 

I Jib u^ljacO ISJkj G UJta) J^eti/©lir] <c«JyJ 

^ iS\j\ ^ y £ I At'V fjO^' ^' X£ ~ ^ 

o])( 2 ». &*& ji tisxj jj oijckr <s£»iji yy ^m 3 ^ C* ^ 

tJi&y ^0 u^| ^ <U y ^*Vo <=-Gj ^ &*&* ^)f y 

&*Ls Lf^lc (c<X< <z~}j *M y dv j ^|) 'd* ) J /0 & )^ *—[) ( ] ) u/*- 1 * 

^j.yL \j)yf ^ jW *) wr^.j ^ yp ^ j&. 

< LidzJ y wJJa 0(*ij . ycM> ,jOy3 &fcjj f f ^ <$4 jM »0* 

cy cv*jj ^—b cb dh"*iy ^4 <=-|) y*y4^ y 4 j y* ^—V ^ Jy, ° ;j 

<JjukJ uaUJ ^ca*.) yi ||PM* ) \*~~b )£&* ^^*4* 

^*j> ^ ofyy/»jJ U&df G?J/« <S-_jj ^XSyf J <S—I; ^yy* (♦ b 

.c^JrjG ^ Ou* dS (^j] &/*JJ (^ij CL>jy* 8j|(3 ^ JAxla^3 J J (JbajJ W-r^ai*!) 

y c>jL. u^>sis)j L*sso c—b ^ 3 Cl^Aw) ^AJU J 

jjjyAyj ^J^L/o j] 6jc>>. j) ^Waii ^yi ySJ y )t>2w y ^.JXviaA*^ jij^svXu^.] 

<=_J; p)j ^jJlu) L-HJ y Jaai ^Ki j£)J l^j'^ 0 j j/* 

g ^ui! f c* ^CiM ijjZSs* ^^\xLLs 

^Aru b ^Jj'i/0 c Ky JAxla^i ^j Aj^itia/*j Cjjj^xvjf 

Jj.3 o(a^ ^' , * w < *^ >iL ^' 0 ^ oLyo j ^^v^A>i2^3 d&tJ y &$ 

^ykv*3 J ) ^jJ(JaAC vi ^'^C0^ e ;(Ayj| ^dajy&l ^ A!x^LJ 

^.^Jac »y jiU 4 y ^<3i r ' j' dCli ave(sv3(3j ^taJ <l-)j o(^ 

^.JluIovm^ dXw5"y> Ai" ^.cJa« ^jluxiy®J aXJ) <s^ cJjy^ry>(t 

jjbv® ^ctX* dJ^jjj^j y Ga« yy ^ixly 

^Cj/*> 4 vUaa^ ^JyO ^4>J »j!j \J 

oIaa. ^^3^.3 SyOj'y^ ^jAxfcu.3 jj )o) jJ »0)j 

^3"j L^|j3dJ} UjJ* 1^33.3 ^ j U^*aw>) ^ Jm>>3 ^ 'gQyX/G feii .jp 


RAJA RAMMOHUN ROY 

dty) j! ijS Ja) j JI O^*io ^cVaxIow. 5 jj ^CitSi ^ wJb 

*1^ <r—^ <3 u£j> $y«*3 £jiS\s* ^1 c. —IjI ^y) ly>! j «c— !| 

^t c—hS'^l^l ^fcfyy*0 d£«Jo) ^(a) d3 *3^4. <s— lof ^t ^CiJ>j* 

jj v^Jiaij <Jk\C c~~\j ^£byd<x. 8<y jitfto i]y c~|) S^y 8^ 

oUlfil j oljtylol y M dj} xAj? cjoj^l ^w^uIowA 
«Jc». G ^30 t-sb y <d:x 0 jj3 ob) (Ja 3 ^v*aj y£ ^fr.3 

i>s^Af ^,0*3 ^ J ^jjjUci) ^\A/t yj cV)Uj jlljj) df jl^t) CIO-/* c— Laa3| j! 
y*i/* ^^Kitjbd y$eJj u^lcteji ^Jkdw jj ySi ^>! ^ykj $y l i^^v* 3** 

t|££ ^ro o^L^j a&jua AaIt Cc4>/« <s-J^ |^[; J 

j 4 ^' ^Oj^o.3 ^(aAs*.) ^^£*3/8 ^3<iAiU jj.3 ds*. 0j)*d3 

JL* d^ ^ u^~v*J OcM fii O^C* l *^ gG vj£*y^ e ~^) ^)J* /C yiftj&hr*'* ) 

d JM> jfi Ui^t ^ £/* ^V* 

^c&so ^j^O' c —*■**•! ^vVi? <^(fj G o!<jit> <~.JJ j) j) g Jdv* jJ 

at^i 0^*3 S-jU? dJr (**a* \j^j^ (♦]) jl jJ <J^I 

^j/c ^w/- vs/ 4 y« ^ \^?)*> s $ J °j m 'jh** *? 

djlx3 I H 1 ^4*1 1 M I jt k INf j* JJ dxJ(k^> ^ 

^jp(la/c ^,CtV* (3 vJuA-b 8^.) o^l) < 1 —.!*3) ^ 3 ] ii—1^ 

dJ£u | t'T* f T I 1 ^Ic3!x3| j ) &£ ]y j c^^».V u>>-cb«w d3 

^2E^3 auV«l^J Lasiib Jtw «Jj!^ OJ^ej|j^t»A/e d3{AUw) 

JjB (jUli £ j vqr djtiJ Hr^ °;r* 

^yrj^ d/oj j 8^" cS3J^A-> u>Ato.ji uj>i)v>C 

; duaJ| o!j|S y !3 a«^J)ja 3 *3CJ£ diHc cy ^ *&3V$ ^ 

J cm|^ 1U^ jl v ^0 ^.Ic JWl u)^3 iJftjf 

djkjyC) c>JIJj: jw^tx 0 lx/L>) Jbw G d^oG J (^ c ^ ^ v — 

^Jvw.3j)^3 ojiiili' ^ ^-a^A ^>3j|Gj t^3) j-6*^ ^ 




mtST/fy 
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<SL 


I jb cy ^ >1 ^ rvM G I *;/ 

« ;4 cj ) _ 5 ^; M *W b &)/ J*J 'ijji oljcfe' &»Sj &&J 

; ols. *** j) ktsJ y OlSelT £&*?■ )fi *V»] *^1LJ C 4 ** 

gpi )*>* 

ji ju y* jj a-Usji **> <K*? irr* lArr c»^‘ u 

eJU>l «A>V; ^ ^ f ! J 

^JJli ^jl ji> j.y ^jOL'i ;; y.jl *>&f &;/^ i- 

e U*l J>« *?* ^ ^ ^ <-0* 

M jtk^ ^ <aM * j!j )9 “1/ *% sf/^' ^ ^ ; ^ r*** 

c4w G J *_W j^f J=V ; ^ If' 1 ‘f *-!) vy*^j' 

IJup. ^1 f ^ r ? 

rfteui *#&• £„p Mi l IT* 0 im 

«j, tt^r 5 >*4 * 0 .>* -5 °^ i* 4 

ow/ jl JSy j* 4 ; o( ^ G Vr^l h—^ *? ^;j ‘ U ° 1 ^ 1 

^ps. /f j&y ^ ^ irn ^. w cM : V; j ] ^ ^ *% 

«,!•>* ^ jl ^ vyil ^ j> ^ ^ ^ ^ M 
Jjb ^yji ^ J> ^^ wj JJ* * : ' ^ 

^ ; u^V ^ ^ —I 

y f*. IV «^si *> 43 c» ! ^J 6 *v ir* ^ ° J;5 dLa4 ’ ^ x,< 

|Arv JV .Uyo;^ £,6 ^ 1 , iKfe.*,/ JV)ji ^ 

f -iiy ^h) J "/ a— 5 ^ 

^ ^ 

*seU. ^ ^ ^ ^ 

5j< kfi5 J^wsi jl *jy 
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<SL 


—ft cLolb] 

* ty.)) uJ* I^TA 


- Jju! i^wwJ^S^O 

* g I A ! F J)' ^8 *-r^y^ 

^lc j ^vaS* ^&i/« dJCxXsv* 

<*4 $.\) j ^ jSi^j Jr ^ y 

^c &x)jj l, Xl **^/<o(w) 

* ^ ^ d^tkai l^jCi JjijjtLwfc) y&'AMjyJ u_*/©tuJ U>-frA3 

^ djj j>^ vis*-**^ tJkAJ <jJ.a0^»o i^cb L -X.3 

^ C>-w2vj jX> 8t)jjl& Jui <Mb)jL 8t>!d ^X^ats^X-oJ d> ^£jfl5 t^^otLw) vj^aJU* 
jfc dsi! ^>sX*a 4> dUd^j >f dhsi& tS*o i^^jp**** L— 

* ip .^*0 











No. 3005. 


^sJl) *? ^ ^ la£ Jk* Sf^ ;j 

#<&• ^ i at-> y ^ £.j° f’b 9 /*T ‘V ,JC r^ 
jLa» | rrA jj/i «u ^ jty» *%■* i rrv «-C* ^ 

He JJJ 


,yj «_», ^ f l ; ... ** *f *-+y<* r **° 

w_i^ (} Ji 5-V; ; ^ ^ <2-»¥ «M j 1 uf 6 - J c ^ ^ 33t ^ 

oil hjwp c^iloc Jjl ^ fe%> b. &W G ^ ^ 

^iloc jo ^ o&r ^ ;Kf >; j;r' P & ^ %>** 4* 

i^S'irt jO JuO) O;j’ *l-<»i> ^J^a? *? «>*«»i it-i'^J ^ <**> •**!/> 

iJLaxi ^J(*0 ^jS iiibj>jS)J i-~it*. %a^-J r ** 1 * 

^ &£ )y &* }) y> J *w Jj& —I o* >3 **£• ^1 O ,/J^jji 

Jip »u ^ g ; G ^!; ^ <%/ vMj5. <Uii * S?^ > 

gjb* y> ujjlbl uM ; *>r i ' i -'°;'/j J ; £ ,Arv 

; ojj ub eJM jkfy vA* ^ Jij* 5 s ^r* ***■* *%" ^ 

^.0 ^*Ui clJUj.) ^ 

ko» ^ sOiiUv);! <S,y *&*** <-fa °JJ^ 

; oo jlji U>-* ; **—? {V J^b 8 ^ {4J ur) c ^ ^ <P 
j ; ^ijtiu J3b ^b i>' 4; '' SJ }^ 4 **;; ^ 

^ ijj/ wjy *i! ^;; ^ ^ 4, * aAA ^ > st ^ J,a *’ *? 

^ j« u rb «#b ^b f^/j ^b rb 

jyo ; yji ^.o? >!^t *sck ^ &>/ p i i Arr ^ *+ ^.; (, -b 

yifl (*4ilc tc<Jv° cl> ; y* ; ;*W. cU-jjfJ ii^/j Uotj jTU ^ jjj *T OjJ 
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<§L 


di! tdjiMj J j ^Jyo Jxiij 

j.X^w® Ha^i/wwcVJ d&AJ j f ♦ V bIj ^^jjiy jiJ )0| 6tSc+i 

(ivj| jl^di dfci) I ^ | ♦ dA*> y$ Jy.&t *.jj ^ 5l “^ &*»y ^ J^C* 

uWxkifc j #tacdj ^y° \ m ^ b d Oy» ))£&/* ^Jlv® <J^| u>iti£ 

I*!) ^h***' 0 o-wi &4j-} ^yliiii v_^N=wfj sjdf #^!y d3| ii>Jtufc j 

c^J lA^ 1 —b j 'jf£* ^y* c~\) yJSfo j <t_lj oUy ^—h 


c ~~^JJ ufc*^ C-. jj j) e~lj M *($£) y (a 

^a* y%! j|;«3j^! ^ l ^v^ 'w/Q Oj^ yy ojL ^oJ Jdtc ^d^V* ^y&b 
ajldjjyj *JW}-J JjWj! y !; ^ycj d^ vy^so tccMj) 


^jivJowi dPJUj dj*jj) |4^cj| dxLc (jCJ/O ^o d^ ^fl/t diytjjJSi 

<* „ Jf 

^1 o 3 ^ ^vdc j ^apua} LmJf)Jic] ^ jjyl ^dj.*5 dJ 0 t3)!dJ * J tiilla/o jj ^L?t 

6Y j) ^jld&U dxj jd ^a»4. c —)t&' I) ^yc<d/< diuasJ|^3 

^^c(iO/0 ^.Cd,* dT^^Xw,3(j v^.3 OjJtj j dys& j (jjfc) j! dCb dj.X3 ^ta,G j|o(i 

d£yv® ty fe)j M ) ^ ^ c ^y«yy ^ j 

oU^ ^ ou^ Jl d^ tc^i^> df ^ Y)* \J*Y* ^.) 

^ fy? )^ j )) )^*>) jl 

\^J*M y itVAjL^ .^3 vddfx d^C^A^ ^<a(^k u-^-wjCj ^ulai) iYj) |w)>jx 

) ^ ^ y ^v ^yy ^yj 

diii; |y ♦•^ dx^MjO df ^jdAkJ? ^yiGyyc\3jl *^3 ^cvM Jy yji3 y 

y t> «j3(/® oIax cd^J Av'jl *^fj 0^1 yj ( ^jjutii 

otV* _C^2 q3) <*s*} JtsJ] 3<y>j jtx!i^) cy^ ^| ^_.C<j>Cajy u-^JJs 

^3 jilst* L) dXA3ly> Ui^AAi) dA^Cwj ^J) dT !l 3& dilovj ^ j ^Jb ^J(au d>w ^ 


^ i)j!vd3 u>Jjtdfi vj>jcUaa) dx.^ ^**1 *^Y ^ I V^r - |»yuw 


misr^ 
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^ jJO y Ojj y*> w.sa^/0 \s dyL gwy) y <*—ay £3*3 

di_jJLr tcJ^A/0 jOy ^ilv y&s* y ^«didla*gji y»J^ ^/^**jl ^ <r_Lk/c) 

^J3j6p &~' c kcVM> J dj-3 £~ jy 

3sy^ d-^c djxxj 11 - ( A &x,w dC-xjJ <*1 >aw) Sxzds+J 

.^CiSso O3AJ oix/^ojo yy y u-^Jb ^jt/o i a jj^|^ < ‘%^ 0 ^ dxktd^ cA^O^ 

3 Jjlc i^yL ^xlxib jj 4s;—CoCiij ^ v^^lL 6 ^)j^ vJk* ) ^hj* vi/^y ^ 

3^3 vc>^Ch.jl g. 3 Ik ^ dJc (ccUd/* j <dv-b JJotc 


<*_jjL tcdwd/* dCJb «d£b icy &xJc (c^aIso Jb>.J| <yf djxi ^ytys* y j^ytsv* 

^£|u> ^y« ^A 3 jyfcfidj j yy* J?4fj glteb jJj dSiL 3d L-^J &JL+4J 

- va>a^) ^Xn© ddlx djfc». ^3 j^i®-^* ^3yd l)^ ^ dwyc j) ^(sbJI ^ 

^L/cjO c_U £*3tj ^xb otai*j ^ j <j^d j> £ L? ^.yXk disilc d3 jIjjL* 

* jklj/® J) 4dJUv» iLl? Jy<d/« ^Cd-* !d v *^e dj)<Jd/® 4—XCJli’ j^i jdjb j ^.CJ^O ^|dJU/*j 
,^^£d ^lia, J^cj^e *L JtacJ! ad^Ci d^Ix ^rd*d/oj| ^y'j/c ^jLkL^jjj 

J ^ y*!^ yd3 ‘“—y '*! IdjJ y*l3 ^!v| ^ij) ui^-^I *iy>J L/^^i J 4 ^ v)Ux) <L. 

d/ 0 ^3 d^kJ ^3j) jA£ ^^‘V 0 tiUifc tXXLu-j 

dy ^cji/o j-wJ 1 , <axa. uj(jjJ ^T^y/y^ ^Jj 

^SJjQ *yyif° °^J 1 —^ jjf^* *^1;^° (j$k)f d*> y 

Op)d£ y O^^Xy 0 I ^>J|<^ : teySys* ^jti o(/Ojfl^ 

«d^^J ^»lai! j>o) Jjt3 (Jdic Ic^x^o lyyL# y £.iLa3 dCx3) ^cy ^j ^(«U(j 

^.Xaw^ ^ fij y Xdjjb 8 l)jC.J vj>J)id£ ot^jy^m) £—)jj|y Ui^d ^3 jL. y ^ 

(--jl^aJI u^lj^ lafli C^A*.) <SdkLi by) IdA ^aCAmj j j ^AJLkJ Jy (JjJx (c+jisO 

tiuiy #dbj jdLidJ Ji y ^y^ y i^y £J ,^rd^ 

jl ^ 0^ ^Cd-A'X/® &<So£ jl d^Jx (r<d/o t£ 

<dXC vii. v^ld ^^cX»X/< O djj^CO vj^-X/vwJ j! (tlyiSJl ^^Jlc 

j! *^ 3 *^ ^^XA^dA^,3 ^3 CJj+h£ y[^\ 3 J»dC ^^ dXxlxNvJ d^dcMJ yj 


MIN ISTfy 
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G Axle (rJ^o J ^ jl J «^1 lW? 

^*1 ^*^[5 ( 3 ^ j u«*}Gf i* AxiliS^ ( 3 ^j* |) ^inA^x* oGLmcJ ^ oby* 

JaJo ^/o 4&m yr *y y ^ ivir^^uy® *>**j*s 

ijftko J j }*J^ y&f £ IA*o (♦>> (jy^ ^ Jilo ^ J «Ai|o/ ^jj* 

Atyo Lj>y La* jj'sL* j £ y-iy° ^J°y ! JG* ^ 

v^Uy ; a> oy Mj.~> /! tf *j/»!y yy*> u^y**? ^ * o( 0 

oGa. Mytts*. jti U») u--^^lj j**$j) y^i, ^"-1^ 1 —j! 

^jj oy d*J j ^JUj ^3 Aity* 8 JjU ijjh.1,* j )d>*. ;AJ. 

jl ^ ; jM* «-jjj j^ ;4J. ^y. J ^y aiCJ y tfj y 

tfjy 0 ^ tj ^yG cuL cJ\) di^LS* a>1 ^3 c-PJl gfy 

^jJjj y^acoJl die La* v^:UdyG ) Si) &/®da/» y^^lyd tUfej G GJW A/*G ^Hc! 

&-.ay> d>y y»i> yC* Uj-^aL* £ I At' V *G* 

Ju^taco) £yi^3 A-/Oj£^> \J^?y ‘- > ‘^ ^ J 1 ? &Wj &La*lU d*J AC-ifJ 

yy* jj) ;oj *_!> **4lf j*Ij y lo Aiiy o q u*4 ji a> ^ 

g ^ Axtii U^aIc (rwM> <^}j *>Ulj* ^ y 

^rJ^) dJfi) { ^ ♦ iV^a’a^ *U A^yy» &3) 80 Ja^ AaJJj ^ J ^ ;!) A 

^yjkji yoy cJ v j tccMjj ^.teta'j otjtjj ^v* v y^> «y^b j+y 

liClwjj tAyy j) ci>y 4-3*3 jj i^ y-G^ «s—.Ij ui^x^ ^ ^ j ^q. 

<^qy y <=—J) '^fy / * 3 [*b ^y> 4 ^) (♦y^ ^ y l yy*** *~~b 

j j ij'*a)} \j£j} < ~~b 1 +b y ^4^ G~b 

Jaiii ^| ^^JG yJtO b ^cj./o &T iyf MJJ ^1 0 ; y> «j|o AJyji 

^Axxiawi jGI^^Ouw^i Jl J jL j#<Ac Jy 43!^acO A^lc (£t>/e <i—Jj ) 

jj£ j^o ^cUxL-^i dJMCLiy JxSUj) ^UkJ) j 1^ <jtyy 

^jyj> r .1j o-ir t»>G ^0 Aa-J. f| La* A-.lu.8G jr&O ( ^-^ i ]y > G 
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§L 


<3*? jl ^ ^ys* <s~J) Jl faJlias* i ^pS*> jfd i_ uj^svJ) 

jtSXro 3y oUa^ <3 A&J JLm OwV/c ^Jj d(*A/e ^Lasu) ^ JjjybjLijJ j) 

G ^^3A*la.w3 jJ <fcxJ(ict/© ^3*v ^><3s»4 c ~~~)) J' ) <^^10 

*!y <3JG* ^3 xj jl *CJj 3A^tcuG j ^3 ^j>ys* c~.)j ok*. 

t ^ cJ^,3 ^ <f3A^G^,3 tfCjUv.5 i ^£3/c ^ ^ j?3Aa/C) ^.<w.3 ^yu*3 <JcT 3)0^^j^d>(ls> 

l5 c 3/« ^jlaiyo} ,^S 3,o ^3 AxL*J J\ jj ^|j| 3&0 ^y« dGUy 

^^'31^3> ^.c3/o (Jk&fy* k U ip* Oj£*yJ *j«3 ^j^)(j J] idltoA) 

l/*j* j* ^3^X3 !oI jO O ^yo yy O^Aye- &3|3 ^oJGixwjj 

^3 4>yk oiy*J) vjjft# ^AV® &CJj! jj v-^-| <—t-^ <^*!) 

vJXJ / 3' (_/ j y a *?; 3; o’Vyj 1 ° ( " J ;j ^bi(«J ; uJIfl cA xi 

c. fj |i^ ^ ; WjJ gjd*. J c_Ij| ; yi 4»1 ^i ; «Jj jt^ 

£?jd-V yf i ^OjVoG AiJjJ ^(jj aj yi. ooy£ ^lo| ^! y ^j** 

JJ '~3 3a ^ l ^ x <*—Jj ^y/L ^ j*’b <=—I; ijtoy* v y&/ j «y*3 oJyj jj/ 
J^L ^ir jUci c^yyy w jjj *y jf ^_iof ^jjjtws 

j! 3^ b yii ^J c_!j| wb ; j Oa. b ; JJ otij J*) ^o=w| *51^j ^ 

j ^V/ ur^ y*-° 3» ^ ; y) ^ j! j0 od , tUS] 

^ij*j> «_i»ft{j o--l|Jcjl ; j ; J5 ^jbj^IjSI ^aaujb ^4 jju. 

u^SU oj4^ o j*Lm> (Wi.i*4> 4i)c tca^ £_jj ^jy* ^ i_>b^o iOjjc 


C lx> - y ; o/^ jJj»w ji ig. JjtJj 0 5yjj 

OjJ 4ft JL fc* J U!^«J OJ/» (j CJjU ij^cl; c_)j tfjjU ^KJbi.0 ^Ij 

jj (y*. y j 1 —Jsoj st? u^l i^/«w y° JLj) ^^cjj as" ^C'X* ^ 

^ ^ ^l/jl ur-^J u'O 4 «-j;jl j v^*-i3 ^ jJv. 

e/V' 3 A) ^ ayy oyj' a>4> a*Ic fca< ^ ^ j) L# ojbtwi ; j J^i 

v b ; j ^U,!j ^yc yr_j ^yt, ol,^) Jljiiy y ^i y* y;j 

♦♦ -* 
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jl mi i y\ i y 4. IHf y;^ 

^yti JfjUa/-® ^Ct_V* J,4> G aiG Ji «_'o| jlytl J c—)j 

<jJSLu | ft* 1 * u>jl*J | f | 1 i-k" iS-JiAG) )) &f IjAj ui-wJO mJliic li^cCww (Jfi^ 


aj^j o Laaib JL aJjly jl jfi^> aaU'LI ,_yy J-=^ J f-l.fi 

^yCi* (j2JG ^ | v^T *>•« j»_j4*" (*;W *" J '-r'-'" 2 ' °jy jflPV 

y^l)ac Asya* £**=- J ^*^3 i/oji* Ai" &jfi (£» L~wW uv.'lac <-J. ,!S 

|0>fc t-ilJS O;/ *W ^A-jM U5 cj/e 

eJy ^ j> ^ </* J !svJI J r-’; a ^ W f/./* 

^iu bk ; g gjui J4 g ; r^ 1 c --^ 1 ‘■“*9 t? k/ 3 V;; ^j^ 8 * 
;;/^ y*? ^ A/ * a ® /4> 0 ;y «A) 3 a ’' * J i'^ ^ l!j£ y/-’ 

_JLcvj s.3 ^ a " k^>Gy ‘•V*! A^IL) vsJliW ;°j 4 oliicfe' Aao.s 

yj*J <__JL yj »*J yj% j) r **l* ^ *)/ ^ 

] J(*| Jl yU> «*-4 ^'jjJ **>#/• y/l *)/J~jjy *W K J»i \Jj. ^ 
^ iiCji o ; / JuJjy *L>i» Af jw/ jW» of/ 3 J <3A ^ } jy 5 ^ ))fi > 
eL~ ; %) Jijl ) jfi j]r»y ; J ( ^ £IAfV ***" ^*U fj.fi 

Jiyj i^y <uG^ t^S ^ ji UiJ|JC J° J 4, *$t > oJ / u-^ 3 
^3> sty i_i»i4> oy; ^ iJl0 #' i %' «i> u * s / ) '*~'^ £ O" 

* looi Jk£j «LAo!*J_ji A-^y cJ- ; 0 '^4 J ^ 4t *= ^ ,J VJ 
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—— liiUJltol dsv j2>* * 

dJ ] idJ0 jj j dJ ^ I CJ '■J ♦ 


»3j/ aojl^O dij «jj(^ d—^)jj j iX aIXi to J lJv^- <*^ j-t 

;!}* 1 J 4 * £ f A ! f J ; 1 ii)^ 

* djo^ d/*b <3£&* •wX't', y>^A5 

^lc juU^ ^amV® ^ i^L? ^AWvX^O di^XSTv/C 

^ djOjjj ^(y£u ^ b)(d*uji!b iS*& j^Xdito jjjj,£ cX"® ^—-L/® )i^} 

* dXj *j j jJL ^0 dLey* o(d** ^/» l-C : \ wv*&d o*a* 

4f» dx)jj^ ^0 d-aiai ' w ^'” v^'/°^^'l ui**>&* 


^4 dAJ jj J5 cSd) btjjjt+u tSw l}&|^£v, tfOlO ^J^A^tsXX^ &L$ j(& .i^/oIIa*) 

% di I i^Juj, djoj j ^ 1 cVa^ <,•>,&& .{.J^-*^ 


* If® .. 


ft 
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w ^y)j OjJl) & )^° u>il l)^° )) 

^jiV »U yki ; j}U** g I Ar* y*y ^ £?./> c* 1 ;*;/^ 

^ <wJk^ y^} jj^j ^.1^ } Kr'A i ^b® y^o (3*jy° i i^rv 

^b&)b^ »ycj tf-l; ^ay* ^i; ...vS-^j wVxsaxuj *-*»!; V* 

<i_L:J (j ^jbsitxm) j J/®1 j^sta* cUSUfJ (J^A^ j| ^0 j«3f> 

Oj^ ^-0 * ^£*> iaJIm tUfc) b IxM JL. t A/*>bjt^| j &/*(j ijVcJ 

0/*! jO dla^UiO u>i|j£ jO jit olOct^ &&{jf£}jj fyl lbo> d/0«3ft/* 

j&J ^ J*' ♦ «• f* jJ^i d^iOfl/* jO (^J^.l Cl^ y d^*<Sj3 ^JbcO dJ U^JmaO <^C.ju(^,a^ d£ O^ 

! Oj y i^J-^-^y &baxi ^JtsrJ dl*b yysb ^)! ^u*o o^b &Jjjjy'®! 

jjbb ^.^fo ^ ybx tS&O j j-4v<> j.^^! aoW \jij!&! J&> d/°dib« 

yy#^3 ^ Jb°^ g | Ap V #b* ^0j(^ ^.jb £3|j dd&fo O j dba£3 0.5 

^itii^/® (SjLiy «•*$}! dy*o y { i/^l^- Jyj ; ^ &*to 

&i;« ^isrx/® <^Jusu> ^ vVj »0b 't&yibl ^Iby y^Jljr ^)| <Jjysb «0y^/» 

y jj^y aitiksv® c—ji$> Ojy* ^.jO ytk u^olbl ^*y>* *^v 

^yL c^Jlb) &£Jj| <^-iil j\j*y* S 0 J^fli O^si Sjjulij&0 

^lO^JU ^J*b i&jb J^l j O^jb ;l}^ oftjfc ^b *<oAo 

j ^ fb r^* j!} 4 ^ uA* ^ ^ ; 

»U U§jJb; jf^.bu ^3 ^a/® c-lj j»l) yjbjlj <s^lj oUy vUJ^f 

^ o^.a3 >)o<a^i (j^iiic i-i^ypy ^ ^ i 

oUbsi^ y^l Uh^S ^O/® ; jO^ O)^ ^olj ^.Jj o>A^ ^1; 

yu dJkfy^o ^jlofiJU ^Obil ^Sb w^j 3‘iiy »jVI ^£0^ 
v>Aftj ^OJoJa-vJ 3itta3 ^ | V^ 1 v^^l »b# ^AOjy £},/*! ^ *j^®> 
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loxilwjkj 

^ jj' j; J) ) ^ 


v«^rLa«J) cj,** ^ ^tiyo Ja<?) Ld) aJ§Lj j p | ♦ y** ) yf 


JJ <s—[) j*l) UJv* JjA ^iv© ^£Lfc 

(a cja* ^j.3 Ja^O 5 ij&P j *>—4 jjVy* Lshft? c ~b 

c—^Ajj J&s^l <wA)(lab u>jj j <s^.j^j| $jy** f j LwljJ 

<£—<♦[) jljjJ-Avo' j) ^^AiA-w^'O Jl ^.'Gj OJjL ^.-oJ Jj(r ^rJ^U© ^Joib 

8 j|j py> ^sw* Jbb j .jjXiljl^J lj ^£d* L*aJIc (rj^j) ^0 

^^UxL^s'i <$.—«Vjj j jl A—jJx t—rJ^A.-o «*/ ^xLT ^iarf <)L_jCuJJ 

*—Jljic! ^ aj (i JjIjj ^aIs) ) ^’ik* M uj £J/ * 

<£—ji^ I) Jl ^ yj y>3T-^ ^SC J u>3CW> 

^ Ja) 3 ) A^-b O^JjLG j J*>b ^<33 dj) yj-jlo/JU ^Jib da^jO ^Joib 

f J 4 *^ J* vj Lflt- ) ^jyc(iiy/c <*—i ^Lwjb Cjjw3 ^ 

yl/jk* fiJj ^**3 ^cU; tfjjb* b ) tittc g*A &i <U c tcJ*\s*J *£j vLU* 
) cMlv' )) j<3&; j! j<33 oU^j o’jlx ^Kbfcj! <uls brj^b* <b" 1 ^, ^|jj 

* 0 j) ^Wail (jl.jM ) !^ Jij^ji j pi i3-J° J ‘wftitscb’ 

^*a 3 p)j bdjf ^jJx j i^yX SjiJEulc J5 v>a](aa^ cVjba. «L(/0^g O^jL ^£>(L. 

C j^v L5 fi4>/0 o^ji^ji) ^y ** 3 ^) c^b f y ^y 

JU o(jf..v» ^i*’b I r ^/tb j) j*j 

^ 1^3 jl J yj (j oLa> JAft3 JL u^flA j) sobj ot'iif j,(ij) 

JL j) u>-m*. 3 0<3/® cV*3 JbcJ) 6£j4>J jLiawl O ^1 ^^Lotal) ^ l,^ . 1 U 

^3b fjlfe too L^Jll^j) Jb jSLG aaJ^a I ^AawL ^jiu ; 0 Af | 0 A dllsb ^sju 

Aa^ ^Ct.V* aC-Xj! j J^lo.3 y>i)iA£ oiiCft-w ut^iW ^ I V^ll^ |4 ji?* 1 

Aw ^t<a/e|j! ^ lj O^i. (^£3(3 c_(ayl ^—ft%J <i 
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Cm ~h'c/ > y^ k ' jt>(y} L5 ^^'jljSM ^Xa. j] JL, 

dCjol ^ypja*. v^-avI $Sa,1m ^^eJj j6o ^y y d-dx ley.s\/*> ^oyi ^ jJ^cU/<»(j ^.f^/o °> i 
dCuwj>^ ^yG ^WO- \Jj K ^ d*j.c d5^ dl^M | p ( ^ y jyj/c ()^ 

^JJ^" ^3a^>A b d^ A y'i 0.1wj)0 j _LotaJ } ybo 


dJ.C !ccV*V<>j idib ScjJ Jfcfc J Jbb: tja* ^ylbb jj dZ^l^laJ J ^.AkJ ^jOyj j! 


JIo 


* r ^ ^ps\/ 4 ^oy ^y x<b jb |A>j i^-./^isih. j! ^ tjjAiwj ^jjO i 1 -Aaj 

jj ^3 djllr J] l yy dxlc (ciS*\/* dCb J3Cb #<jy yiu) d jJlc (ruWv/o JU. jl 

jl s \J 1 j v^xVwfw) t y° jj ^ d-.&j;^ <^)k~ms0 b j&y. 

^JSy> ^U> y (L-dlc tea*!* diLk. j ^—asU jfi yy JL> dj <uy 
^Cxaw C—(& £*sa.) 0(iit*J p& * J^j) fLi dijk) jfjak jj 

;/vM (^jT 5 *^ 0 0)1^^ d—ACJS* ^w y j*3 ^jlaivej ^U/« jO 

^JEJ/O JUrJI ijyb dJkb: tcd*i,* Jl Jy b>* jj^xxlaJ jj abaJy* j djJtla/o <£_t? 
jSoye? ^iUj )jj| jxp $$*$). yj) o4 *<yb y oU3j cL. ^yd ^axa ^ 

SS Ay A&Jyso yjl j.ac ^ysp/* ^yJG yj bl^ e^-w^u j ^yla^o 

jmaJ *Aa^, t^Gy d^.y^> ^yp ^AijOjjj/ yb d^lc »0lj 

CjL~Xskjj ^jtul; ^c <-s^b jl r y^ j^0 JliSjl <Ja) 2 oy 

^.Cfcd/« ^1 oj^^i djCjs^/* o l/*ijQs& ^jj yu d2h.y^» 

d—xlc tcj^i/e JJ d) Jjla.v.v^ dCjpl yy ^Jj plalih o^lcdj: j d-bb 

w«.) j.2cvj sjIj b bujCj e>^f««dr ^.l^y jj ab*. #<3^*3 ^Ij&l j^>] ^b 

laii u>-w| di^bw G y ^pjJG ^aCa,^ j j I) d— aIc (.Ct3^i/° ^a^Iaw jjbyj j 

^1 t^y® ^ ^j(k/6 j ^y0 y»y^ ^ItyacJJ vly- 

J y .^^j|fcd-AA*J ^Ja».(Aiju./® 8uV^rj) ddx jO^ ( (P d!i^wy dOGj J43>IA3J u-^-aw) 

s^Cwlo G diy (*lj£ j) ^Ijjidi! ^Ic ^-o-b jl jj 

a*> Ay cJ U ^A-w-kVy j OjswX J jb-r ^ypXdtuM'J d=^JA/0 jj Uf^JLtai) JAT 

<£*-~|; *uiy^| j-* J) ^1 c-w)j ^Ajj^f^j) ^jii’y 
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G <ulc tficM • ^j4> y! y i3/*j <^1**3 <U jibs* JJ dxJGLl/'O 

y ^j*3 (J)^ jr^ fj ^£43*3/0 y Ci>(cJj/*> ^Jp*(j 

£ I V^T ^ jf <3** ^*2^3) 

J*^'V? £ | A * & ^ <3->}j ^<>J jj ^Cj^A/'O djt*Ayw) 

UA**«J jj*'* ) £ y*j' e fij** j} OJ /«0 G ^t&yLOld , c y ( .CJ y L‘^gU^ • 

O^i 43 *j jam) y I &S a jOjJjm) ijbjk*A ySs ^ 3 ) aoGj u^j^w <33 0 ^ Jaij# 

U<>) j**v ) C V* i3w(j j|| ^yy^ y ci^xC.L'® j] y^\ 

fV Sr s ^ * < l&'" e (Jj**'* y !<3jwj<33 jlj<33 oGa. Jf A^JoJU. j<3 

^<33 ^.o 4*$ j! tfj) yO 1 —^,wa* ^.ej ^<33 o ji J*3 j jJL^ 

c—^ oU^ <3A3ji *• Iaft5 <331 ^3 t „,„£U) ^J; j Jl <5~v ^ jXamL* a. c~,jj ^ ^jl 

bd> dL-^43£U« ^£><3 L-jl^sL) tlffy & tUU| dL^tjUlk! c_UJ Jj*Jj dJ,* (rO* 
£ I A F V £3 j(a3 JJ^seuJ] v3Ar laii ^A.t43^k3 

d>UGv <Ud> j3 IoLkJ y 0|v>ct £.*2 k t3*3 tfLiy). 6&y yyf&s* &y£ ^».A3 ^(a. 

^0 o-^'f &*» y ^jw>^3 cl~. (aj dT 43A/otsvj! ^ jacj) \j*)j* y 

^ ca/t «-|) ^ j «=-J) e/y" (•!; ^ ^ uj-^ j.1; ^^li) 

J)l Ajtoj i— cJ-J j jlj-* l-y* 2 di*laj 

c_Lo(iu j ot*>i> .i^tj ^«a*j aJSxj i p»r «U 

°y ds’y'* **-!) ^'r 1 ; ^J 1 ^ *4 J 1 [; ^. ^ 

ijii.0 j*y^ i_£ ca *? u a ^ a y <=—fj ki-u^fj! jjf^s* yijJL 

c_lj w3r r ], ob-yuy l«ic (c^ My v aij/j ^ ^y, ^ 

t_(coL) if |il V»f ^y.Uawjjj JUj) 

jl *jL «^wl) yte Oy. ujlyvj iJ C (r^ ^1; w y || ; kai o—) 0 ^JG J 

aJIyWy Jw.Uj! jy jiWj! <jh>.y J) ^pOy yy ; ailyul^ 

«~i) U^xf ^ ^Olj iyj <_»4 j J ^/! y>i <ai£i‘-rsj'y* b j ; fS* yUtk...« 

- y ( *^l y y ca ^ iCy^ u>~y wJi yi. yw ■ 




RAJA RAMMOHUN ROY 




, ^OcVaJomJi jj dxJUa* $3 l ,„ j usaAA 

^(*A/© ^,Laa3|^ ^J^xkvJ ai|^lw^3j! oju if 

- 7 - JJ £L-*AaJjtj£1 <CL-j)jjl j b'ikl**.} ^jfcXL* 

b l)^ L~£b* S'tz* )jy ^<U ; * ijkj CL~Jjjl dkA/»lsuUj Ot#V 


L S £ ^ 




jib 


i.0 o-w) ^CvV® ^jl<A3a/*j dXaj ^**3 j^jUwO tSiCtj!jJb[\e 


Jvwfxye ^cd>/« ^£^wV\A/*j jjf j/c ^\>3^.!owJ' jj ^Jvij <J*3 «Ai>J ^ dJuwjj 


^OaAJJ ^ «3a*j »o|j ^j^lj ^1 js^aajj 

^o'ilir" 0 J)j k>) J)0 C1)J J«0 ^,3 jj <3j*w ^/« eolo ^jAJkL*Ji 

vj} 2 ^ v]^5S 5 ^.U. Ja5 ^cOm>J <=~jj 

jl 4-3>*3 ^ «C«Ji ^A^£^. J)l d>(*ij jA.A.Ia^.3 jj ^(*&(&) ^ t-„„^vil^ 


*[/ <^J} 0(^3 ^»jA J i^<s3 ^«AV/*0 ^1 41—fol jji) (^jj ,j^y,3 y *~~h 

y^} {yf <1—.'t)] ^llf«JjA/o(j ^O-U) ^j^i} OySk* d>J^^ <d-.Iw)} yjf vil^lj^^3 

jj 4 -r^ a ^ <s —]) ^ *\j£ £—]; ^A^ ) *JyJ aky 


JL*Gw jUlvrl 




s»ijVy ^ 


L*! O j.3 ^j) 


—1^1 jjj-®) ^ ^ »w33>>>ia.M^3 


G jJ3 41—!Of L-jOjO tXj^. G j*A| t oGj^ U*3 jfijjj o^^lu ^*3 

° )y° ^ «A3 # Ui ^ jf^o OvV« 4i_t^aclj| j{ 

^cUj(aJ ^>^3 cJlar j| ;j;^V5 ^J ^tjj ^JlU ^0 ^Ju» 

L^* A &.K&& &Ac (CiS/ 6 c— ij ^Aj/O ^Oj.3 \*jG ji3 JkC jj 

^,(a3 ^(a!x^| ^1 ^1^3 c>mw|j JJjSj.^3 0;|jJ ^J^J*,^, 

^ OvV® (j O^Ca* L ^ gG C«-l^ ^^|^Kljl;2kO ; vy ( l>b 

O JAW y^sav) i^A va^A*»l l ^/o ^U?! ^rj>3 Ai" ^rcM ^ j^.j du. 

^cJ/» j| c~<3.^1 ^^3 ^Gj G oltScfr .C^jj Jl j 0 -wA 3 ^.dijkkwJ J4i 

^v.3 wAu^. 3 O^AJ i-3^. J <^U (rOw^fi c—]j ^])jl ^«AXjJaAM5 jj V J^>) dJUa^ ^ai 

^(*1/ y/W ; ° f ' i y, o , 7 4> °l) ( v l =! _/l ; ^ ^1 «^i ^o AJ 

<Jlo I f 11 u^jUJ 11* I 1 j\ k I'M r *A*“ y* (> _ jf awk«J» jj (UJtia^ 




SELECTIONS FROM OFFICIAL LETTERS AND DOCUMENTS 


<§L 


^ u>*4) j {; 

dJtu fpp* ^3 ( Uj |f.f*| jl ^ )yj u>^xi oJ|ac u>.£U^ JfjD Ajjfajy© ^3G 

jsa*y} xd*J jJ fJtcuO JL, OJ/»j) A_j't*lvu) ^<3^ (.JXjj ^3^0* 

^>Jj£d3 JjS ^ji'JG £ I VST fjA*' (^*^W d *'’ J ^Gu.X/0 

«3w>^ ^ca** 0 vttJkfcc fa^L j ^^3 A/oaiGo sX (,>JO^oJ ^i|v3r 

^u3^aJ| i*yj^ <3}«3*J jJ !a& v^JIa*) AJ&.& A*? Ur Cjj j.( dLak ^a*j(aei3 e^JlbJ kfti 

^OjjUawj j vWl jsblz»> cLsilb) ^^5 j) ^yG ^j£a'\so JGcJ| 0^,3 ^< 3*0 JjuJ 

8i330*j.w oJfjr ^y) j--oGx Wfej (3 GJL 0 I jGx 0* <L^G ^ A/°G yk) c. ly*.! G 

A—ka*)U3 v&J)«3r jJ J& o!v)kcl^ £L&fjl£Sjj lyj ^ ^Gx jXxJ fa Oji’^ Oj^933^J 

r * ♦ p d/*diG®. jj JloI c^yf dLsak ^Jt»3 aj dJLxj^j &f a£ t^iG^o a*) jo 

j^J.wa3^3 a1aAA 5 L ^ JbsO £ mm .\j) AXiG yijjSS\^ v.ii.u^sjtxvJv3} Vii.»3G 8jjjj./ | G} 

JJ *£ 9 * A_X&C.3 ^ yd'fa* y J yJ ,«0 $jtc) ^jJ yt.X3 Vj^^l J «"* ^|il 

I aT V ^y^?* #G<> yay^ yjjG £>!■} AjXi^ Ojj^T ^J,^j^|y aLoa3 a 5^ a ; j<3yf £5 

A—XWC^3 iiL-Jib) A—./<0 j) Ajx^A* j} ^***4^3 cLJlbj Jjjj ^ i3it/0 j]j 9 j} y Jts\3 

y>a.acvo uJiixib *JoJ 83|j cUJU3) ^Ua 5^3 ^yj J 3 jxo ditllsvp 

fak'xm/* WAJJ'^ 3 ^y t j*3 ux*.w.X3 j-ifcUG 0 JU 3 I ^-V. «Aojst.^ ^^uX/O 

* kai aAi Hjjjl&J j\ faj y> 
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— I cUSibl C-4U ^ 


_ <Jbo| W****!}#^ O'^ 

* i i a 11* * Jj> cjr ;(s ht?^ 4 -*i;j ; J j 1 ) 4 ^ 


# iUijjj ^0 k*L> U>^J5 0^ uj£ 


* ^ OJ V«J^. jlfi*** UXkX5 


^JLc j *^* :B ' /0 

* &$.)) *Wk ) ;W j* 


jjc *JkU jO dl^jv* o w£":. ViJ***^ 


^ V J stacUO <3io SOjl^s* Jw vMbl^ solo ^x^ats\i.^> u>-fr£* 

* JJ 3 viir'^a^ J «3^ ...... 


>{< AjO^jj | ^jt+vj y alsxVJ 




i 









GLOSSARY* 


Abkar —A manufacturer or retailer of spirituous liquors. 

Abkaree Mahal— The department or office of Abkari, the excise. 

Abkaree Tehsildar —Excise revenue collector 

Adaiaty (Adawlut) —Court of justice. 

Aguri —A low caste ; mostly cultivators* 

Aima, (Ima)— Land granted by the Moghul Government either rent-free 
or subject to a small quit-rent to learned and religious Mahome- 
dans, or for Mahomedan religious and charitable uses. Such 
tenures were recognised by British Government as hereditary 
and transferable. 

Amitl —A native officer of Government employed either in the 
Revenue Department to take charge of an estate and collect the 
revenues or to investigate and report their amount, or in the 
judicial Department as a Judge or arbitrator in civil causes. 

Amlay (Omlah)-'The collective head native officers of a judicial or 
revenue court under the European judge or collector. 

APZI—Petition, an address, a memorial, a respectful representation 
whether oral or written. 

Asin, (Asvin)— The sixth month of the Hindu luni solar year. 

Assur, Ashar —*The third month of the Hindu luni-solar year. 

Augran, (Agrahayana)— The eighth month of the Hindu luni-solar 
year. 

Alltcfialla house —Thatched house. 

B. Si —Bengali sana or era, 

Baisakh— The first month of the Hindu luni-solar year. 

Band Kummie Bundabost (,?)— 

Barat— An assignment or order on the revenue. It also implies a 
peremptory demand or dunning for payment. 

Batta— Difference or rate of exchange, discount. 

Batwara— Partition. 

Benami —Land held in another name than that of the real proprietor. 

Bengal shal— Bengal year. 

Berbaree -Out-house. 

Berhouse— See Berbaree* 

Bermutter, Brahmottara —Rent-free tenure granted to Brahmins. 

* Mainly based on Wilson’s ‘‘Glossary of Judicial and Revenue Terms-' 
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Bhadrasan Bastao land 


Hindu luni~solar year. 

-Plot of land on which the residential house is 


built. 

Bhandar —A store, a room where household supplies are kept. 

Bhattacharj— A learned Brahmin : In Bengal it is also applied to any 
respectable Brahman. 

Bigha —Measure of land varying in extent in different parts of India, 
in Bengal a bigha= 1600 square yards. 

Boro—A sort of rice sown in January and reaped in April : it is sown 
in low swampy ground, or near the banks of a river where irriga¬ 
tion is not required. 

Boytuckanah —Parlour. 

Bunkmal —A kind of Indian ornament. 

Cahoongo —Village and district revenue-officers, who, under the 
former governments, recorded all circumstances within their 
sphere which concerned landed property and the realization of 
the revenue, keeping registers of the value, tenure, extent, and 
transfers of lands, assisting in the measurements and survey of 
the lands, reporting deaths and successions of revenue-payers, 
and explaining, when required, local practices and public regula¬ 
tions. 

Chaitra, Choit —The last month of the Hindu luni-solar year. 

Chakran— Allowances of land, or revenue derived from it, professed¬ 
ly appropriated in Bengal to the pay and support of the public 
officers of a village or zamindari including the Zamindar, 
Kanungo, Patwari, Peons, &ca. 

ChauM-—Station of police or of customs. 

Chelan —Document sent with goods, treasure &c., voucher. 

Curat (?)—See Barat. 

Daftar —A record, a register, an account, an official statement or report, 
especially of the public revenue, roll, archives, etc. An office 
in which public records are kept. 

Daftari —A record keeper, a registrar, it more usually denotes an in¬ 
ferior office servant who prepares writing materials and arranges 


books. 

Dafterkhana —An office in general, a counting house, an office of 
public records. 

Dak —Post, post office, or establishment for the conveyance of letters 
and of travellers. 

Dak Moonshee —Postman, 

Dakhlla —A receipt for money or goods, payment of revenue or rent. 
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Danga—Dry land, upland. 

Darbar—A court, a royal court, an audience or levee. 

OarkhaSt—A petition, application. 

Daroga—An officer or inspector of police, custom or excise station. 

Darpatili taiook—An estate held under a sub-lease. 

Dastak—Passport. 

Diwan, (Dawan)—The Head Financial Minister whether of a State or 
a province being charged with the collection of revenue, remit¬ 
tance of it to the Imperial Treasury and invested with judicial 
powers in all civil financial causes. 

Naib Diwan—The Deputy Treasurer or Accountant. 

Diwaru jail—Civil prison. 

Oiwankhanah—The court or office of the Diwan ; a court of civil 
or revenue jurisdiction : a hall of audience. 

Durrozah —Gateway, door. 

F. 8>—Fasli san or era. 

Falgoon—The eleventh month of the Hindu year. 

Farzi—It is applied specially to a person who is either altogether an 
imaginary party in a suit or purchase, or to one who although the 
ostensible, is not the real principal, or to a suit or purchase con¬ 
ducted or effected under an assumed or fictitious name. 

Fasli—The harvest year. The era originated with Akbar who 
thought of simplifying the existing chronology by introducing a 
new mode of computing time. 

Fatwa A judicial sentence, a judgment; but usually applied to the 
written opinion of the Mahomedan law officer of a Court. 

Fatijdari court— Criminal court. 

Canda—A money of account, equivalent in reckoning to four kauris or 
cowry shells, or the twentieth part of an anna. 

Gumashta An agent, a steward, a confidential factor, a representative ; 
an officer employed by Zamindars to collect their rents, by 
bankers to receive money &c., by merchants to carry on their 
affairs in other places than where they reside, and the like. 

Hal & Baukaya—Current and arrear. 

Half-nama-—A written solemn declaration by a person exempt by the 
Regulations from being sworn in the ordinary manner. 

Hast-O-Bud—A comparative account shewing the present and past 
produce of an estate : an examination of the assets or resources 
of a country, made before the harvest, and sometimes after 
measurement of the lands .* a detailed statement of any lands 
yielding revenue: the rent roll of a village signed yearly 
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by the Patvvari: the common form is an abstract of each ryot’s 
account, specifying his tenure, the amount of revenue payable 
by him, the quantity of land in and out of cultivation, and the 
amount of revenue realized or in arrear. 

Ha$t-0«bud-Jama An account shewing the total amount of revenue 
under all heads of assessment to which any estate is liable. 

Hathchitthi —A letter or note written or avouched (by the hand of). 

Hilda —An estate, one comprising a number of villages. 

HllZUr —The presence, the royal presence, the presence of a superior 
authority, as of a judge or collector of revenue, and, by 
metonymy, the person of the prince or functionary; also the 
place where he presides, the hall of audience, the court; also 
abstractly, the state, the government. 

Ihtimamdar —The holder of a trust, the person charged with the reali¬ 
zation of a stipulated revenue for a certain district under the 
Mahomedan Government, a Zamindar; also an agent or deputy 
of the Zamindar appointed to realize the revenue of any portion 
of his zamindari. 

Ikrar—Agreement, assent, ratification. In law, the acknowledgment 
or admission of a right or claim, as of a debt. 

Ikrarnama—A deed of assent or acknowledgment in general. 

Imah—See Aima 

Imah Muntushar—Distributed aima land. 

I$han nevies A list or roll of names as of Zamindars in a District, 
witnesses in a suit, &c. 

Ishtihar Proclamation, public announcement or notice, advertise¬ 
ment, an advertisement in a public place or a newspaper, notice 
by the collector of a sale of lands for arrears of revenue; also a 
paper affixed to a Ryot’s cottage requiring him to renew his lease 
within a given term, under penalty of his having charged the 
highest rate levied in the village or district, 

Iswara —A lord, a master: a name of Siva. 

Izafra—Farming lease 


Jama Amount, aggregate, total in general, but applied especially to 
the debit or receipt side of an account, and to the rental of an 
estate; also to the total amount of rent or revenue payable by a 
cultivator or a zamindar, including all cesses, as well as land-tax. 

Jama-wasil-foaki The amount of the collections and outstanding 
balances; an account shewing the particulars of the revenue to be 
paid, of the instalments discharged, and the arrears due. 
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8adar-jama—The collections or revenue of a permanently settled 
estate, as recognised by the government. 

dhad—A bush, a shrub, a tree. 

doiStee—The second month of the Hindu lunrsolar year. 

Kabala—-Bill of sale. 

Kabuliyat—A written agreement, especially one signifying assent, as 
the counterpart of a new lease, or the document in which a 
payer of revenue, whether to the Government, the zamindar, or 
the farmer, expresses his consent to pay the amount assessed 
upon his land. 

Karan 0a—Clerk. 

Karkoon—A clerk, a writer, a registrar. 

Kartik—The seventh month of the Hindu luni-solar year. 

Katha—A measure of land, the twentieth part of the Bengal Bigha of 
1600 square yards, containing 80 sq. yards, or 720 sq. feet, 

Kauree—A small shell used as coin in the lower provinces, 4 kauris —! 
ganda. 

Kayastha—A caste so termed, or a member of it, the occupation of 
which is that of the writer or accountant. 

Kazi —A Mahomedan judge. 

Kazi~u!"Kuzat—The principal Kazi under the British Government, the 
head Mahomedan legal officer of the Sadr Dewani Adalat, or 
Court of Appeal. 

Khajana—A treasury, the public treasury: treasure, money: the 
public revenue, the land-tax. 

Kha!$a—The exchequer, the office of government under the maho¬ 
medan administration in which the business of the revenue 
department was transacted, and which was continued during 
the early period of British rule. 

Kharija Mehal—Separation of a portion or dependency of an estate, 
or of a Pargana, from the general assessment, and the payment 
w of the revenue due from it direct to the government. 

Khata—An account-book, a day-book, a journal or ledger, also an 
account. 

Khazanchi—A treasurer, a cash-keeper. 

Naib khazanchi—Deputy treasurer. 

Khitmatgar—Attendant, servant. 

KlSt—Instalment, portion; the amount paid as an instalment; the 
period fixed for its payment: as a revenue term it denotes the 
portion of the annual assessment to be paid at specified periods 
in the course of the year; such periodical payment is called a kist. 
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KiStbandi—Settlement of the instalments of the revenue both as to 
time and amount; payment by instalments. 

Kitisal (?)— 

Korakdar —A bailiff, a sheriff's officer, an officer of court who attaches 
or distrains goods and property for debt, 

Kcs— A measure of distance varying in different parts of India from 
1 to 2 miles, but most usually about the latter. 

Kyfeeyut—Statement, description, report, account particulars. 

Lac, (Lakh) —A hundred-thousand. 

Lakhiraj —Rent-free land. 

Lotfoandi—The schedule or list exhibiting the apportionment of an 
estate to be put up in lots at auction for sale or lease. 

Maflooly—Amulet. 

Magh, Maug —The tenth month of the Hindu year. 

Mahal— A province, a district; a division of a Talluk, or district, 
yielding revenue according to assessment. 

Maharaja —A supreme sovereign prince ; applied in courtesy to every 
Raja, 

Maharani —The principal wife of a Raja, or a queen in her own right: 
applied also in courtesy to Hindu ladies of rank, although not of 
princely dignity. 

Mahavis-daftar—Keeper of the records, the native officer of a court 
charged with the care of the public papers- 

Malguzari —Revenue assessment; the payment of land-revenue : 
also the person or land subject to such payment. 

Malikana—Proprietary allowance. 

Maijamin—Open country, a barren or uncultivated plain. 

Maraphat, (Marufut)— By the hands of, through. 

Mauklif RliSSOd—Suspension of increase of revenue settlement. 

Maulavi —A learned man, a teacher, especially of Arabic, and ex¬ 
pounder of Mahomedan law. 

Maund—A measure of weight, reckoned in Bengal at 40 seers. 

Mauza, Mouza—A village, understanding by that term one or more 
clusters of habitations, and all lands belonging to their proprietary 
inhabitants: A Mauza is defined by authority to be ‘a parcel 
or parcels of lands having a separate name in the revenue 
records, and of known limits*. 

Modal—The head man of a village, the Mandal. 

Modi—A shopkeeper, a steward: in Bengal it most usually denotes 
the village shopkeeper, a sort of grocer or chandler and 
grain dealer, who sells a variety of articles of necessity to the 
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villagers, and who are generally in his debt at a usurious rate of 
interest- 

Moojmii Nubis, (Majmal Navis)—Abstract-writer. 

Mufassal—A subordinate or separate district; the country, the provin¬ 
ces, or the stations in the country, as opposed to the Sadar , or 
principal station or town. 

Mufti—A Mohammadan law officer, whose duty it was to expound 
the law which the Kazi was to execute. 

M uharrir—Clerk. 

Mujibat—Grounds of appeal as set forth in the pleading of the 
appellant. 

Mukhtar—An agent, a representative, an attorney. 

M ukhtarkar—Same as Mukhtar. 

Munshi A writer, a secretary; applied by Europeans usually to 
teachers and interpreters of Persian and Hindustani. 

Musnud— Throne. 

Natb A deputy, a representative, a lieutenant, a viceroy, a sub-or 
deputy-collector. 

Nathi Aggregate of papers and proceedings relating to a law suit: 
a file or bundle of official papers tied up together. 

Nazir An inspector, a supervisor: in ordinary use, the officer of the 
court who is charged with the serving of process, or who is sent 
to take depositions, and make inquiry into any breach of law or 
the peace. 

Nijcasba —Own village. 

Nizamaf stipends Allowances paid to the Nawab Nazim of Bengal, 

Notmundeer— Dancing hall. 

Omla —See Amla. 

Pakka, Pukka—Substantial, solid, as a building. 

Pandit —A learned Brahman, one who makes some branch of Sans¬ 
crit learning his special study, and teaches it. 

Pargana-— A district, a province, a tract of country comprising many 
villages, but of which several go to constitute a chakla or zila. 

Parwana—An order, a written precept or command, an order for the 
possession of an estate or an assignment of revenue; a warrant, 
a writ. 

Patta, Potta—A deed of lease, a document given by the collector to 
the zamindar, or by some other receiver of revenue, to the 
cultivator or under tenant, specifying the condition on which the 
lands are held and the value or proportion of the produce to be 
paid to the authority or person from whom the lands are held : 
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the term is laxly applied to a variety of deeds securing rights or 
property in land, also to a deed of gift in general. 

Fattani —A tenure by which the occupant holds of a zamindar a portion 
of the zamindari in perpetuity, with the right of hereditary suc¬ 
cession, and of letting or selling the whole or part as long a stipu¬ 
lated amount of rent is paid to the zamindar, who has the power 
of sale for arrears, and is entitled to a regulated fee or fine upon 
any transfer. 

Fattanidar —The holder of an under-tenure. 

Pattani taluk —An estate, or portion of it, underlet in perpetuity by a 
zamindar at an advance on the revenue he pays to government. 

Pausha, Pous —The ninth month of the Hindu year. 

Peort —The term commonly used by Europeans for the Hindusthani 
Piada , a footman, a foot-soldier, an inferior officer of police or 
customs, or of courts of justice, usually wearing a badge, and 
armed a lance or sword and shield : it is also commonly, 

though laxly, used as synonym of Harvard, to denote a running 
foot-man, a courier, a messenger. 

Peshkar —An agent, a deputy, a manager in general for a superior or 
proprietor, or one exercising in revenue and custom affairs a 
delegated authority: in Bengal the native officer in a judge's 
or collector's office, next in rank to the Sarrishtadar . 

Piada —Same as Peon. 

Poddar —A cash keeper, a weighman, one whose office is to weigh 
and examine money. 

Pulbandi —Keeping bridges and embankments &c. in repair. 

Putiya—In the lower provinces the day on which the revenue for the 
ensuing year is settled, or an annual meeting of the direct revenue 
payers at the office of the chief collector, or of the cultivating 
tenants at the court of the Zamindar, to determine the amount 
of the assessment; the assemblage of the rent-payers forming a 
kind of festival or holiday; the term is also applied to the day on 
which the first instalment of the annual rent or revenue is paid. 

Purdah— -Curtain. 

Purohita —A family priest, one who conducts the domestic ceremonies 
of a household or family. 

Raiyat, Riott —A subject, but especially applied to the agricultural 
population, a cultivator, a farmer, a peasant. 

Raja —A king, a prince, a title given to Hindus of rank. 

Rakhabandi —A statement of the area of any estate, village, or town¬ 
ship, one of the accounts that should be kept by the village 
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accountant, shewing the total quantity of land belonging to the 
community, the portions that pay or are exempt from revenue, 
and those which are cultivated or uncultivated, or incapable of 
cultivation. 

Rani—A princess, the wife of a Raja. 

Rokarbahi, Rokher behi—A cash book. 

Rubakari, Roobaaarree—The written record of a case, stating the 
particulars and the grounds of the decision drawn up and authen¬ 
ticated by the judge in a Company’s court, on passing sentence. 

RuSOOIH —Fees, perquisites, customary payments and gratuities, com¬ 
mission or allowances upon articles bought and sold made to the 
purchaser or the servant or agent of the buyer or seller. 

Sadar —The chief seat of government, the presidency, as opposed to 
the provinces or MufassiL 

Sadar-jama —The sum total of revenue payable to the government 
direct, exclusive of the charges of collection. 

Sadar-malguzar —The chief revenue payer, one who pays it either 
into the government treasury, or to the collector of a district, 
immediately, and not through any other agency. 

8akin—Resident of. 

Sanad —A deed of grant. 

Sarkar 1 he government, the state, the supreme authority or adminis¬ 
tration, clerk. 

Sazawal A native collector of revenue:an officer specially appointed 
to take charge of and collect the revenue of an estate, from the 
management of which the owner or farmer has been removed. 

Seah —An acount-book, an inventory, a list. 

Seer— A measure of weight, generally reckoned in Bengal at 80 tolas. 

Shawl —A kind of Indian wrapper. 

Sherista A record, a register, office, employment: an office of 
registry or record. 

Sheristadar— A registrar, a record keeper, applied especially to the 
head native officer of a court of justice or collector’s office, who 
has the general superintendence of the establishment and charge 
of the public records and official documents and papers. 

Siah-navis, Seahnoweos —An accountant, one who keeps the rough 
daily accounts. 

Sicca rupee —A silver coin> the standard of value in Bengal under the 
Company's administration, until changed to the “Company’s 
rupee”. 

Sishya—A scholar, a disciple. 
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Sood Mohurarship-—Office of writer of interest. 

Souries—Distillers of wine. 

Sraddha, Sheraud—An obsequial ceremony in which food and water 
are offered to the deceased ancestors of the sacrificer, or to 
the pitris or manes collectively. 

Sravana, Srabun—The fourth month of the Hindu year. 

Subahdar—The governor of a province, a viceroy under the Mogul 
government: a native officer in the Company 's army holding a 
rank equivalent to that of captain under the European officers. 

$urat-i~hal—A representation or report of the facts and circumstances 
of a transaction, whether made by an individual before witnesses, 
or by a subordinate officer to a superior functionary; An inquest. 

Sursuree (SUit)~Summary (trial). 

Tahood—Promise, agreement: lease, contract: a revenue-lease, a farm 
of the revenue, an engagement with the government or its re¬ 
presentative for the payment of the public revenue, which may 
be made separately, even by the coparceners in a joint estate, 
each becoming responsible for his own proportion, 

Tafook—An estate, applied to a tract of proprietary land usually 
smaller than a zamindari. 

Talukdar—The holder of a talook. 

Tappa—A small tract or division of country, smaller than a pargana, 
but comprising one or more villages. 

Taraf—Portion of an estate. ^ 

Tailjih—A revenue account showing, under the name of each payer 
of revenue, the total amount as it falls due by monthly instal¬ 
ments, the portion actually paid, and the balance outstanding', 
it is usually a village account, and is kept by the village account¬ 
ant : also a register of the estates of a collectorate kept in the 
collector s office. 

Tehvildar—Cash keeper. 

Thanadari land—Land for the purpose of paying the establishment of 
the Thanadar or officer-in-charge of a Thana. 

Ugraun— See Augran. 

Umedwar—A candidate for employment, an expectant. 

Vakalatnama—Letter of authority, power of attorney. 

Vakil—An authorized public pleader in a court of justice. 

Yuma— See Aima. 

Zamindar—Landholder. 

Zamindari—The tract of land constituting the possessions of a zamindar. 

Zila—A district, a division. 
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